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7008. Also, petition of Amand-a L. Bates and five other resi

dents of Gilsum, N. H., urging that immediate steps be taken 
to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill in order that relief 
may be accorded to needy and suffering veterans and widows 
.of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

7009. By Mr. W ATRES : Petition of residents of Elmhurst, 
Pa., favoring legislation to increase pension for Civil War vet
erans and widows of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

7010. Also, petition of residents of Taylor, Pa., to increase 
pension of Civil War soldiers and widows of soldiers; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

7011. Also, petition of residents of Carbondale, Pa., favoring 
legislation to increase the pension of Civil War veterans and 
widows of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

7012. Also, petition of residents of Moscow, Pa., favoring 
legislation to increase the pension of Civil War soldiers and 
widows of soldiers ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

7013. By Mr. WOODYARD : Petition of citizens of Pleasants 
County, W. Va., favoring additional pension legislation for 
widows, etc., of soldiers of Civil War; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

7014. Also, petition of citizens of Huntington, W. Va., relative 
to adqitional pension legislation for widows, etc., of soldiers of 
Civil 1Var; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

7015. By Mr. WURZBACH : Petition of N. Altermann, H. C. 
Brown, and other citizens of San Antonio, Tex., advocating the 
passage of a bill increasing the pensions of ·civil War veterans 
and widows of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

7016. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of citizens of Derry, West
moreland County, Pa., urging passage ·of an amendment to 
House bill 120 (Public Law 148) to increase . the salaries of 
Federal jurors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE 
FRIDAY, February 18, 19'27 

(Legislative day of Thursday, February 17, 1927) 

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expi
·ration of the recess. 

PRAYER 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, since we have taken a recess 
we do not have what possibly we need very much, and that is 
the services of the Chaplain. Because that service is omitted 
to-day, I ask unanimous consent to have the clerk read at the 
desk a prayer recently delivered by the president of the Uni
versity of Wisconsin before the Senate of Wisconsin at the 
opening session of the legislature of that State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read as requested. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Almighty God, Lord of all governments, help us in the opening hours 

of this legislative session to realize the sanctity of politics. • • • 
Give us the insight and grant us the power to lift this business of 

government into an adventure that we may with reverence call the 
politics of God, because by it we shall seek to fashion the life of this 
Commonwealth in the likeness of that city of God which has been the 
dream of saints and seers for unnumbered centuries. 

Save us from the sins to which we shall be subtly tempted as the calls 
of parties and the crles of interests beat upon this seat of government. 

Save us from thinking about the next election when we should be 
thinking about the next generation. 

Save us from dealing in personalities when we should be dealing in 
principles. 

Save us from thinking too much about the vote of majoritle.s when 
we should be thinking about the virtue of measures. 

Save us in crucial hours of debate from .saying the things that will 
take when we should be saying the things that are true. 

Save us from indulging in catchwords wlien we should be searching 
for facts. · 

Save u.s from making party an end in itself when we should be mak
ing it a means to an end. • • • 

May we have greater reverence for the truth than for the past. 
Help us to make party our servant rather than our master. 

May we know that it profits us nothing to win elections if we lose 
our courage. 

May we be worthy of the high calling of government. Amen. 

MESSAGE FROM THF.l HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 
without amendment the bill ( S. 4808) to establish a Federal 
farm board to aid in the orderly marketing and in the control 
and disposition of the surplus of agricultural commodities. 
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ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Speaker had atlixed his 
signature to the follo~ng enrolled bills and joint resolution 
and they were · thereupon signed by the Vice President: ' 
. S. 68. An .act authorizing Dominic I: Murphy, consul general 
of the United States of America, to accept a silver fruit bowl 
presented to him by the British Government; 

S. 545. An act for the payment of damages to certain citizens 
of New Mexico caused by reason of artificial obstructions to 
the :tlow of the Rio Grande by an agency of the United States· 

S. 598. An act for the relief of Alexander McLaren; ' 
S. ~12. An act for the relief of Elizabeth Wooten ; 
S. 867. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasurv to 

pay the Columbus Hospital, Great Falls, Mont., for the ~eat-
ment of disabled Government employees ; . 

S.1304. An act for the relief of Hunter-Brown Co.; 
S. 1456. An act authorizing the Court of Claims of the United 

States to h~r and determine the claim of H. C. Ericsson; 
S. 1860. An act -for the relief of F. G. Proudfoot; 
S. 2302. An act for the relief of Elisha K. Henson · 
~- 2618. An act for the relief of the National Sur~ty Co. ; 
S. 3064. An act for the relief of the Capital Paper Co.; 
S. 3462. An act for the relief of Homer H. Hacker ; 
S. 3918. An act for the relief of Robert R. Bradford ; 
S. 4268. An act for the relief of H. W. Krueger and H. J. 

Selmer, bondsmen for the Green Bay Dry Dock Co., in their 
contract for the construction of certain steel barges and a 
·dredge for the Government of the United States; 

S. 4669. An act for the relief of the Kentucky-Wyoming Oil 
Co. (Inc.); 

S. 4756. An act for the relief of Capt. Ellis E. Haring and 
Edward F. Batchelor; · 

S. 4933. An act authorizing an appropriation for public lii .... h-
ways in the Virgin Islands of the United ·states; o 

S. 4943. An act for the relief of George H. Cecil ; 
S. 5084. An act to provide for the r,.ayment of the amount of 

an. adjust~-service certificate to Irving D'Forrest Parks, bene
ficiary designated by CorpL Steve McNeil Parks, deceased; 

H. R. 2. An act to further amend the national banking laws 
and the Federal re~rve act, ~d for other purposes ; and 

H. J. ~es. ~59. Jomt resolution ma'king an appropriation for 
the eradication or control of the Europea~ corn borer. 

EXPENDITURES OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY FOR INDIAN TRIBES 

. The YICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting, pursuant 
to law, a report of November 17, 1926, and a supplemental 
report of November 27, 1926, by the Director of the Geoloaical 
Survey relati~e to expendit.ures ~ade by that survey forh the 
benefit of Indian tribes, w~Ich, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

INHABITA.:'iTS OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS · 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2770) 
to confer United States citizenship upon certain inhabitants of 
the V~gin Is1ands and to extend the naturalization laws there
to, which was on page 4, after line 2, to insert the following: 

SEc. 5. Section 4 of the act entitled "An act to provide a temporary 
government for the West Indian Islands acquired by the United States 
from Denmark by the convention entered into between said countries 
on the 4th day of August, 1916, and ratified by the Senate of the 
Un;ted States on the 7th day of September, 1916, and for other pur
poses," approved March 3, 1917, is amended by striking out the figure 
"8" and inserting in lieu thereof the figure "6." 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate concur 
in the amendment made by the House of Representatives. I 
can explain it in a moment. 

Under the present law there is an export duty of $8 per ton 
on sugar from the Virgin Islands. The House were of the 
opinion, after extensive hearings, that there ought to be a very 
considerable reduction in that duty. They favored a much 
larger reduction than is here proposed, but the members of the 
Senate committee were not agreeable to so large a reduction 
though they were agreeable to a reduction of 25 per cent. Th~ 
amendment provides for a reduction in the export duty on 
sugar from the Virgin Islands from $8 per ton to $6 per ton. 

I move that the Senate concur in the amendment made by 
the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Th~ VICE PRESID~NT laid before the Senate the following 
resolutions of the Legislature of the State of North Dakota 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce: ' 
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A re~olution adopted by a joint committee of the House and Senate 
of the Twentieth Legislative ~embly of the State of North Dakota 
relative to the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence seaway, memorializing the 
President of the United States relative to such seaway 
Whereas a joint board of engineers representing the United States 

anti Canada have officially and unanimously declared ship-channel 
connection between the Great Lakes and the Atlantic by way of the 
St. Lawrence to be practical; and 

Whereas the St. Lawrence Commission of the United States ap
pointed to determine the need of such a sea way has unanimously 
declared, in its report to the President made December 27, 1926, 
that-

•· The construction of the shipway from the Great Lakes to the sea 
is imperative both for the relief and for the future development of a 
vast area in the interior of the continent"; and that-

" It bas been estimated that the value in a single year to the 
fanners alone would equal the capital cost of the waterway"; and 
that-

" The economic importance of the improvement would be far greater 
than the savings made upon the actual tonnage transported, important 
though that would be " ; and 

Whereas the extension of the commerce of the State of North Da
kota, the development of her resources, her present prosperity, and 
her future welfare all demand world-trade contracts by way of direct 
low-cost ocean transportation to and from the markets of the world; 
and 

Whereas the St. Lawrence seaway would give to the State of North 
Dakota ocean ports on the Great Lakes practically at her front door ; 
would give 'direct ocean transpol·tation with wider and lower cost of 
movement to world markets ; would increase the demand tor her 
products, and would thereby assure to her agriculture, now depressed, 
and in particular to her grain, dairy, and livestock producers, a 
marked degree of permanent relief from present excessive transpor
tation costs and a more favorable basic price for all farm production ; 
and 

Whereas such seaway would permanently lower her transportation 
charges both on exports and on imports and would thereby stimulate 
the development of her present industries, invite new enterprise, and 
would generally assure to her citizens an enlarged and abiding pros
perity: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Repn~sentatives of the State of No1·tl~ 

Dakota (the Senate concurring), That we do most earnestly urge upon 
the President of the United States the imperative national need of 
the St. Lawrence seaway, and further express to him the earnest 
desire of this State that immediate steps be taken for the negotiation 
of a treaty with Canada to that end ; and be it further · 

Resolved, That a duly authenticated copy of this resolution be trans
mitted to the President of the United States, the Secretary of State, 
the Presiding Officers of the Senate and House of Repre entatives, the 
chairman of the St. Lawrence Commission of the United States, and 
to each of the Senators and Representatives from the State of North 
Dakota in the Congress. 

WALTER MADDOCK, 
President of the Senate. 

W. D. AUSTIN, 
Sem·etary of the Senate. 

JUAN SAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

C. E. VEVOY, 
Ohie~ Olerk, House of Representatives. 

Mr. W AUREN presented the following joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Wyoming, which was referred to 
the Oommitee on Agriculture and Forestry: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

THE STATE OF WYOMING, 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

State of Wyoming, ss: 
I, A. M. Clark, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do hereby 

certify that the annexed is a full, true, and correct copy of the enrolled 
Joint Memorial No. 1, of the Senate of the Nineteenth Legislature of 
the State of Wyoming, being original Senate Joint Memorial No. 2, as 
approved by the Governor of the State of Wyoming. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto se"t my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Wyoming. Done at Cheyenne, the capital, 
this 15th day of February, A. D. 1927. 

[SFl.AL.] A. M. CLABK, Secretary of State. 
By H. M'. SYMON, Deputy. 

Enrolled Joint Memorial 1, Senate of the Nineteenth Legislature of the 
State of Wyoming, memorializing Congress to prevent the inerease of 
grazing fees on the national forests 
Whereas an increase in the grazing fees in the national forests seem 

imminent from reports reeeived; and 

Whereas the livestock industry, together with agriculture, is the 
basic industry of our State, · upon ~hich all other industries are largely 
dependent ; and 

Whereas the livestock industry has not recovered from the recent 
overwhelming disaster, which has extended to every agricultural enter
prise in this State, whereby every business in the State bas suffered. 
and 1s still sutiering almost beyond endurance ; and 

Whereas the stockmen of this State are overburdened at this time 
with excessive forest fees, for grazing stock on ranges which should 
properly belong to the State; and 

Whereas any further advance in fees will be ruinous to stockmen at 
this time and for many years to come ; and . 

Whereas the Department of Agriculture is commercializing our na· 
tiona! forests at the expense of the business interests of the State; and 

Whereas the comparison of rentals from the national forest "'razing 
permits with the rentals from privately owned pasture and r~"'e is. 
misleading and erroneous in that the privately owned pastures band 
ranges permit the building up of pur.ebred herds and the grazing of 
same during the whole year as against a short period of time on the 
national forest grazing permits; and 

Whereas more protection is furnished in the privately owned pas· 
tures as against ~hat furnished in the national forest grazing permits 
in that they are equipped with sheds, corrals, and fences ; and 

Whereas the dates of ingress to the national forest and egress there· 
from are fixed dates ; and · 

Whereas the cost of the use of same is paid in advance ; and 
Whereas severe storms and heavy snows compel the removal of stock 

therefrom before expiration of the allotted time which thereby reduces 
the value of grazing permits ; and 

Whereas the National . Government is benefited to a great extent by 
the control and prevention of forest fires by the grazing of livestock 
in said national forests : Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate of tile State of W11oming (the House of 
Representatives concut-ring), That the Congress of the United States be 
memorialized to prevail upon the Secretary of Agriculture to prevent 
the increase of forest fees in the several grazing districts in the graz· 
ing States, and to the effect that they remain as they now are for the 
next ensuing 10-year period ; be it further 

Resol-ved, That copies of this memorial be sent to our Senators, Bon. 
FRANCIS E. WARREN and Hon. JoHN B. KENDRiCK, and our Repre· 
sentatlve, the Hon. CHARLES E. WINTER, and to the honorable Secre· 
tary of Agriculture, William M. Jardine, and the governors of all 
Western States that have national forests within their boundaries, urg· 
ing their cooperation. 

PERRY W. JENKINS, 
President of the Senate. 

A. W. McCoLLOUGH, 
Spealr,er of the House. 

Approved, 2 p. m., February 14, 1927. 
FRA..7\IK C. EMERSON1 Go-vernor. 

Mr. WARREN also pre en ted a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Upton, Wyo., remonstrating against the pas age of the bill 
( S. 4821) to provide for the closing of barber shops in the 
District of Columbia on Sunday, or any simililr Sunday obser>· 
ance legislation, which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. KENDRICK pre ented a joint memorial of the LegiRla· 
ture of the State of Wyoming, relative to the matter of the 
increase of forest fees in the several grazing districts in t11e 
grazing States, and favoring their remaining as they now are 
for the next ensuing 10-year period, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. (See joint memorial 
printed in full when presented to-day by Mr. W ABREN). 

Mr. H..~EJ presented the following resolutions of the Legis· 
latm·e of the State of Maine, which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

STATE OF MAINE, 1927. 
Resolutions favoring the passage by Congress of legislation relative to 

the retirement of disabled emergency officers of the United Stat('S 
Army 
Whereas there is pending before Congress of the United States Senate 

bill No. 3027, known as the Tyson bill, and House of Representatives 
bill No. 4548, known as the Fitzgerald bill, these bills making cli!!"ible 
tor retirement under certain conditions otncers of the Army of the. 
United States other than officers of the Regular A.rmy, who incurred 
physical disability in line of duty while in the service of the UniteJ 
States during the World War; and 

Whereas such proposed legislation is equitable and seeks to do justice 
to a class of worthy disabled officers entitled. because of their service. 
their wounds, and disabilities incurred therefrom, to tbe same con:::idera
tlon and privileges as men of their rank who performed the same 
service., but were of the Regular Army ; and 

Whereas otficePs tJf such class are only disabled officers to which the 
privileges of retirement have been extended, the same class of otncers 
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of the Navy and -Marine Corps already being t"etired under law: There
fore be it 

Resolved, That the Legislature of the State of Maine urges upon ~n
gress the Importance and desirability of speedily passing such legisla
tion ; and be 1t further 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the President of 
the United States and each Senator and Representative in Conp-ess 
from the State of Maine. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

On motion of Mr. Varnum, of Westbrook, adopted February 10, 1927. 
Sent up for concurrence. 

CLYDE R. CHAPMAN, Clerk. 

IN SENATE, February 11, 1m. 

On motion of Mr. Slocum, of Cumberland, adopted in concurrence. 
ROYDEN V. BROWN, Secretary. 

UNITED STATE'S OF AMERICA, 

STATE OF MAr:-tE, 

Otrf,ce of Secretary of State. 
I, Edgar C. Smith, secretary of state of the State of Malne, and cus

todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify : 
That I have carefully compared the annexed copy of joint resolu

tion of the Senate and House of Representatives of the State of Maine 
in legislature assembled with the original thereof, and that it is a full, 
true, and complete transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have caused the seal of the State to be here
unto affixed. Given under my hand at Augusta, this 15th day of 
:b'ebruary, A. D. 1927, and in the one hundred and fifty-first year of the 
independence of the United States of America. 

[SEAL.] EDGAR C. SMITH, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. HALE also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
State of Maine, praying for the prompt passage of legislation 
granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their 
widows, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. GOULD presented resolutions adopted by the Legislature 
of the State of Maine, favoring the passage of legislation pro
viding for the retirement of disabled emergency officers of the 
Army, which were ordered to lie on the table. (See resolutions 
printed in full when presented to-day by Mr. HALE.) 

Mr. ERNST presented memorials numerously signed by sun
dry citizens of the State of Kentucky, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill ( S. 4821) to provide for the closing of 
barber shops in the District of Columbia on Sunday, or any 
other legislation religious in character, which were referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

l\1r. DENEEN presented petitions numerously signed by sun
dry citizens of Chicago, Mount Sterling, and other cities and 
towns in the State of Illinois, praying for the prompt passage 
of legislation granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans 
and their widows and for the removal of the limitation on the 
date of marriage of Civil War widows, which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of the State 
of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of the bill ( S. 
4821) to provide for the closing of .barber shops in the District 
of Columbia on Sunday or any other legislation religious in 
character, which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a memorial of sundry citizen of 
Galena, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of legislation 
providing for compulsory Sunday observance in the District of 
Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Topeka and 
Scammon, in the State of Kansas, praying for the prompt pas
sage of legislation regulating radio broadcasting, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILLIS presented the memorial of Joseph B. Hagman, 
of Lagrange, and other memorials numerously signed by sun
dry citizens of Columbus and Lorain County, all in the State 
of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the bill ( S. 4821) 
to provide for the closing of barber shops in the District of 
Columbia on Sunday, or any other legislation religious in char
acter, which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. COPELAND presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
the State of New York, praying for the prompt passage of legis
lation granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans and 
their widows, which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented letters, in the nature of petitions, from 
sundry citizens of New York City and Brooklyn, N. Y., praying 

for the prompt passage of legislation creating a commission to 
make a sur-vey and study of the civil service retir-ement law, 
which were referred to the Committee on Civil Service. 

Mr. JONES of Washington presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Wapato, Wash., remonstrating against the passage 
of the bill ( S. 4821) to provide for the closing of barber shops 
in the District of Columbia on Sunday, or any other legislation 
religious in character, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. ' 

He also presented a memorial of the Society of Friends at 
EYerett, Wash., remonstrating against the present policy of the 
United States Government in connection with Mexican and 
Nicaraguan affairs, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Centralia, 
Wash., remonstrating against the present policy of the United 
States Government in connection with affairs in Mexico and 
other Latin American countries, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 15539) relating to 
certain cotton reports of the Secretary of Agriculture, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. SWANSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported them each 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill ( S. 5699) relating to the admission of candidates to the 
Naval Academy ( Rept. No. 1510) ; and 

A bill (H. R. 9030) for the retirement as ensign of Hampton 
Mitchell (Rept. No. 1511). 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry, to which was referred the bill ( S. 5263) to provide for 
the further development of agricultural extension work between 
the agricultural colleges in the several States receiving the 
benefits of the act, entitled "An act donating public lands to the 
several States and Territories which may provide colleges for 
the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts," approved July 
2, 1862, and all acts supplementary thereto, and the United 
States Department of Agriculture, reported it with amendments 
and submitted a report (No. 1512) thereon. 

Mr. FRAZIER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill ( S. 5443) granting pensions and increase 
of pensions to widows and former widows of certain soldiers, 
sailors, and marines of the Civil War, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 1.513) 
thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS PR.ESL"'iTED 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that on February 18, 1927, that committee presented to 
tbe President of the United States the following enrolled bills: 

3. 68. An act authorizing Dominic I. Murphy, consul general 
of the United States of America, to accept a silver fruit bowl 
presented to him by the British GoverLment; 

S. 545. An act for the payment of damages to certain citizens 
of New Mexico caused by reason of artificial obstructions to the 
flow of the Rio Grande by an agency of the United States ; 

S. 598. An act for the relief of Alexander McLaren ; 
S. 612. An act for the relief of Elizabeth Wooten; 
S. 867. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 

pay the Columbus Hospital, Great Falls, Mont., for the treat
ment of disabled Government employees ; 

S.1304. An act for the relief of Hunter-Brown Co.; 
S. 1456. An act authorizing the Court of Claims of the United 

States to hear and determine the claim of H. C. Ericsson; 
S. 1860. An act for the relief of F. G. Proudfoot ; 
S. 2302. An act for the relief of Elisha K. Henson ; 
S. 2618. An aet for the relief of the National Surety Co.; 
S. 3064. An act for the relief of the Capital Paper Co.; 
S. 3462. An act for the relief of Homer H. Hacker; 
S. 3918. An act for the relief of Robert R. Bradford; 
S. 4268. An act for the relief of H. W. Krueger and H. J. 

Celmer, bondsmen for the Green Bay Dry Dock Co., in their 
contract for the construction of certain steel barges and a 
dredge for the Government of the United States ; 

S. 4669. An act for the relief of the Kentucky-Wyoming Oil 
Co. (Inc.); 

S. 4756. An act for the relief of Capt. Ellis E. Haring and 
Edward F. Batchelor; 

S. 4933. An act authorizing an appropriation for public high
ways in the Virgin Islands of the United States; 

S. 4943. An act for the relief of George H. Cecil ; and 
S. 5084. An act to provide for the payment of the amount of 

a< adjusted-service certificate to Irving D'Forrest Parks, bene
ficiary designated by CorpL Steve McNeil Parks, deceased. 
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BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 

Bills and joint resolutions were introducoo, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. PHIPPS: 
A bill (S. 5760) to suspend the issuance of water-power 

licenses on the Colorado River until ratification of the Colorado 
River compact, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamatid'n. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 
A bill ( S. 5761) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 

E. Spencer; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WILLIS: 

. A bill ( S. 5762) to amend sections 4 and 5 of the act entitled 
"An act granting the consent of Congress to the Gallia County 
Ohio River Bridge Co. and its successors and assigns to con
struct a bridge across the Ohio River at or near Gallipolis, 
Ohio," approved . May 13, 1926, as amended ; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. MOSES: 
A bill ( S. 5763) granting an increase of pension to George N. 

Julian (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By 1\Ir. DENEEN: 
A bill ( S. 5764) granting an increase of pension to Ann An

der on (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 
A bill (S. 5765) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 

M. Canright (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill ( S. 5766) to amend the act of February 9, 1907, entitled 
"An act to de1ine the term of ' registered nurse ' and to provide 
for the registration of nurses in the District of Columbia ; to the 
Committee on the .District of Columbia. 

By lir. SMITH: 
A bill (S. 5767) authorizing an appropriation to enable the 

Secretary of Agriculture to cooperate with the South Carolina 
Agricultural Experiment Station; to the Committee on Agricul
ture and Forestry. 

By Mr. MOSES : 
A bill ( S. 5768) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 

Parsons (With accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE~EEN: 
A bill ( S. 5769) to prevent fraud in respect to the sale or 

disposition of securities through agencies of interstate or for
eign commerce and to provide a summary proceeding therefor 
and penalties for the violation thereof; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 165) authorizing the Secretary 

of Commerce to regulate radio broadcasting stations, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By 1\ir. STANFIELD: 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 166) amending the joint resolu

tion entitled " Joint resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to withhold his approval of the adjustment of the 
Northern Pacific land grants, and for other purposes," approved 
June 5, 1924 ; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRIOT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. McKELLAR submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 4663) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to acquire certain lands within the District of 
Columbia to be used as sites for public buildings, which were 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

AME1'.1>MENT TO SECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. KEYES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the second deficiency appropriation bill for the fiscal 
year 1927, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria
tions and ordered to be printed : 

On page -, line -, insert the following : 
"For the acquisition of additional lands at headwaters of navigable 

streams to be expended under the provisions of the act of March 1, 
1911 (36 Stat. L. p. 961), as amended, $1,000,000, which amount shall 
continue available for expenditure during the fiscal year 1928." 

VEYrERANS' HOSPITAL .AT SOAP LAKE, WASH. 

Mr. DILL. I submit a resolution and ask that it be read and 
lie on the table. 

The resolution (S. Res. 359) was ordered to lie on the table 
and read, a.,s follows : · 

Resolved, That the Director of the United States Veterans' Bureau 
is hereby directed to investigate the advisability ot establishing a 

Veterans' Bureau hospital at Soap Lake, In the State of Washington, 
and to report to the Senate at the beginning of the first regular session 
of the Seventieth Congress. 

INSURANCE OF THE FARMER 

Mr. BRUOE. 1tfr. President, I submit a resolution and ask 
that it be read, but that no action be taken on it except to 
refer it to the committee. 

The resolution ( S. Res. 360) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, as follows: 

Re.~tolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby requested to 
report to the Senate at the beginning of the first regular session 
of the Seventieth Congress his views as to whether the insurance 
of the farmer by the Federal Government against droughts, fioods, 
and storms would be consistent with sound, governmental, and eco· 
nomic policy; and, if so, under what conditions such insurance 
should be issued. 

RON. MA.GNUS . JOHNSON 

Mr. ERNST submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
361), which was referred to the Committee to Audit anu Con
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby is authorized 
and directed to pay from the appropriation for expenses of inquiries 
and investigations, contingent fund of tbe Senate, fiscal year 1926. 
to Hon. Magnus Johnson the sum of $2,500, in full payment for all 
expenses, including fees and expenses of his attorneys, incurred in 
prosecution of his claim to a seat in the Senate in the contest of the 
election of a Senator :from the State of Minnesota in 1924. 

TAX ON .AJ.!ERICA.N LJOOION PASSAGE TICKETS 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Order of Business 1510, the bill (H. R. 
16775) to limit the application of the internal-revenue tax 
upon passage tickets. This is a bill passed by the House which 
waives the head tax of $5 on steamship transportation tickets 
for the members of the American Legion in attendance at the 
Legion convention in Palis the coming summer. I may say 
that the French Government has waived all passport and visa 
regulations, and it is my opinion that we should concur in 
the action of the House in waiving the head tax of $5. 

Mr. SMOOT. 1\'Ir. President, I desire to say that the Com-
mittee on Finance reported the bill unanimously. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Jersey? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com
mittee of the Whole and it was read, as follows : 

Be it -enacted, eto., That under regulations prescribed by the Commis
sioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the provisions of Title VIII of the revenue act of 1926 im
posing a tax on passage tickets shall not apply to any round-trip pas. 
sage ticket issued to any individual if-

(1) Such individual is certified, by snch national officer or ofticers of 
the American Legion and in such form and manner as the Commis
sioner o.f Internal Revenue may by regulations prescribe, as authorized 
to participate in the 1927 national convention of the American Legion 
or of the American Legion Auxiliary, to be held at Paris, France; and 

(2) The eastbound portion of the passage covered by the ticket is 
upon a vessel certified, by such national officer or officers of the 
American Legion and in such form and manner as the Commissioner ot 
Internal Revenue may by regulations prescribe, as having been desig
nated by the American Legion France convention committee as a.n 
official ship, and such vessel is scheduled to sail on or after June 1, 
1927, and not later than September 15, 1927. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen~ 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. PITTMAN obtained the :door. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest the .absence of a 

quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the 1;011. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena
tors answered to their names : 
Ashurst 
Bingham 
Blease 
Borah 
Bratton 
Broussard 
Bruce 
Cameron 
Capper 
Caraway 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Curtis 
Dale 
DP.neen 
Dill 

Edge 
Edwards 
Ernst 
Ferris 
Fess 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gillett 
Glass 
Gooding 
Gould 
Greene 
Hale 
Harreld 
Harris 
Harrison 

Hawes 
Heflin 
Howell 
Johnson 
Jones, Wash. 
Kendrick 
Keyes 

E~follette 
Len root 
McKellar 
McMaster 
McNary 
Mayfield 
Metcalf 
Moses 

Neely 
Norris 
Nye 
Oddie 
Overman 
Phipps 
Pine 
Pittman 
Ransdell 
Reed, Mo. 
Reed, Pa. 
Robinson, Ark. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Sackett 
Schall 
Sheppard 
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Shipstead Stephens Underwood Wheeler 
Shortridge Stewart Wadsworth Willfs 
Smith Swanson Walsh, Mails. 
Smoot Trammell Warren 
Steck Tyson Watson 

Mt·. ODDIE. Mr. President, I desire to announce that the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. STANFIELD] and the Senator from 
Montana [1\'lr. 'V ALBH] are holding a hearing as a subcommittee 
of the Committee on Public Lands and Sun·eys. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Ml.·. GERRY] is absent b·om the Senate bec-ause of 
a death in his family, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-one Senators having an
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

REGULATION OF RADIO COMMUNICATIONS 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 9971) for the regu
lation of radio communications, and ·for other purposes. 

l\Ir. PITTMAN. l\Ir. President, I am satisfied that two-thil·ds 
of the Members of the Senate are trying to live up to the prayer 
which was read earlier in our proceedings. 

I , believe we are about to vote on the conference report on 
the radio bill. I think that more advice has been giYen from 
the country with regard to this proposed legislation and that 
there is less knm>ledge in the country with regard to it than as 
to any legislation I have ever known in all the 14 years I have 
been here. It is certainly impossible to expect the people of the 
country to understand what is pell(ling here when it would be 
safe to say that not half the Senators have read the bill which 
they are asked to adopt. I am always pleased to receive peti
tions from the people of the country with regard to legislation, 
particularly with regard to those matters about which the peti
tioners are supposed to know something, and about which they 
generally do know more than those who are attempting to 
legislate. 

The telegrams which I have received have stated nothing 
with regard to the pending legislation except that some legis
lation should be passed so as to avoid confusion. I wish to 
charge--and I have the evidence to sustain the charge--that 
during the discussion of this conference report broadcasting 
stations throughout the United States have deliberately, by 
changing their wave lengths, brought about the confusion, and 
then, after having brought about that confusion they have, 
over the same broadcasting stations, said, "'l'his is what will 
continue unless Congress shall pass the radio bill." 

Mr. President, there is no Senator or Representative but 
desires to have legislation to control radio. The question is, 
Shall we pass any bill that the conferees hand to us under the 
fep.r that it is the only legislation we can get? That is the 
exact position in which we are put at the present time. 

I have no desire to kill this legislation; I am as anxious as 
is anyone for its passage. Wbat I do desire, however, is that 
the Senate shall send back to conference this conference re
port with the suggestion that t11e conferees remedy certain 
defects in the bill that are due to the action of the conferees 
and not to the action of the Senate or House of Representatives. 

· I have prepared and written out the objections which I have 
to this conference bill. I have done so in order that they may 
be stated definitely and briefly, and I will now read those 
objections. The chief objections are these: 

(a) Both the Senate bill and the House bill asserte ... : the 
absolute and exclusive right of the United Statts to use and 
control the ether and radio channels for wireless and other 
purposes and denied the right of any individual or corporation 
to acquire any right in the use of the ether or radio channels 
as against the United States. The substitute bill reported by 
the conferees of the two Houses only claims the right of the 
United States-
to t•egulate all forms of interstate and radio transmissions • • 
and to provide for the use of such channels, but not the ownership 
thereof, by individuals, firms, or cot·porations for limited periods of 
time under license granted by Federal authority • • •. 

(b) The Senate bill provided-
No license shall be granted until the applieant, either for a license or 
for a renewal of license, has signed under oath a waiver of any claim 
of right to any wave length or to the use of the ether because of any 
previous use of the same whether by license or otherwise. 

This requirement has been eliminated from the legislation 
and is not contained in the conference bill. 

(c) The House bill and the Senate bill each contained an 
• identical provision as follows: 

Determine the location of classes of stations or individual stations 
(with due consideration of the right o! each · State to have allocated to 
it or to some peruon, firm, or company or CO"rporation within it the use 

of a wave length for at least one broadcastlp_g station located or to 
be located in such State whenever application may be made therefor) 
and the kind of apparatus t<> be used wit4 respect to its external effect. 

In the House bill this determination was to be made by the 
Secretary of Commerce, while in the Senate bill such deter
~ation was to be made by the radio commission. This legis
latiOn has been entirely eliminated and no such provision ap
pears in the conference bill. 

<?> The Senat~ .bill in section C, subdivision K, protects 
agamst and proh1b1ts all unjust and unreasonable charges to 
listeners. This legisliition is eliminated and no such protec
tion is included in the conference bill. It is admitted that, 
under the bill, broadcasters have the authority and power to 
charge for listening in. 

(e) The Senate bill provided, among other grounds, that the 
commission might revoke a license if the licensee--
has failed to provide reasonable facilities for the transmission of radio 
communications, or bas made any unjust and unreasonable charge, or 
!Ias been guilty of any discrimination, either as to charge or as to 
service or has made or prescribed any unjust and unreasonal>le classi
fication, regulation, or practice with respect to the transmission of radio 
communications or service. 

This authority granted to the commission in the Senate bill 
is eliminated in the conference bill. In the conference bill 
neither the radio commission or the Secretary of Commerce 
has authority to investigate any charges or protests made 
against a licensee on such grounds. According to tbe provi
sions of the conference bill before the Secretary of Commerce 
or the radio commission can consider any protests or charges 
upon such grounds the Interstate Commerce Commission must 
first have found that such charges are well founded. In other 
words, in the conference bill the radio commission that has the 
power to revoke has not the power to consider or determine such 
charges. There is a serious doubt whether the Interstate Com
merce Commission has been granted authority to make such 
investigations. It is evident that the Interstate Commerce Com
mission has no knowledge concerning the radio industry and 
science and has not time to acquire such knowledge. It is 
well known that the Interstate Commerce Commission, which 
was established for the purpose of regulating common carriers 
by land and by telephone and telegraph, has more work already 
imposed upon it than it can perform. 

(f) The Senate bill provided for the control and regulation 
of the ether, radio channels, wave lengths, and the radio in
dustry by a permanent bipartisan commission selected from 
various sections and zones of the United States, a majority of 
whose members would be constantly in office. The House bill 
provided for such control by the Secretary of Commerce. In 
the natural course of events Secretaries of Commerce change. 
It is reasonable to expect that the benefits to be obtained from 
the senices of a constant and permanent regulatory body can 
not be expected from a Secretary of Commerce. The conference 
bill limits the exclusive authority of the radio commission to 
one year. After that primary authority is granted to the Secre
tary of Commerce while certain appellate power is still retained 
in the commission. 'l'he salary of the commission ceases after 
one ·year and only a per diem is allowed when they are called 
together. No satisfactory commission can thus be maintained. 

(g) Section 27 of the conference bill provides that- · 
• • no person not being authorized by the sender shall intercept 

any message and divulge or publish the contents, substance,. purport, 
eff('ct, or meaning of such intercepted message to any person; * • *. 

This language does not limit such message to one of a private 
or personal nature, and therefore must apply to all messages. 
The language in its uncertainty is dangerous. It might be con
strued to prohibit the interception and publication of a speech 
by the Premier of England sent by the broadcasting corporation 
of England to the Radio Corporation of America. It might be 
construed to prevent the inte: 2eption and publication of a 
speech by the President of the United States sent by one radio 
corporation to another radio corporation. 

(b) No authority is given to the commission or the Secretary 
of Commerce to limit the extent to which broadcasting sta
tions may be utilized for purely advertising purposes. The 
owners of the 15,000,000 purchased radio receiving sets in the 
United States are interested in the character of matter that is 
broadcast. This subject becomes particularly material when 
it is understood that there are only 89 effective broadcasting 
channels. 

Mr. President, those are the chief objections that I find to 
this legislation. I wish to say now that the Senate and the 
House had a right to prepare such legislation; but such legis
lation :as not prepared either by the United States Senate 
or by the House of Repre1'!entatiYes. There are many provi-
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sions in this bill which have been prepared by the conferees 
that do not appear in either House or Senate bill, and there 
are provisions in identical hnguage in both House and Senate 
bills that do not appear in this conference bill. 

It bas always been understood in this body that matters 
agreed on by both Houses in eparate bill should not be dis
tm·bed by conferees. It is very natural that the people of the 
country should not understand the functions of conferees when 
there is such a difference of opinion in the United States 
Senate with regard to the functions of conferees. Under our 
form of government it is essential that a bill pass both Houses 
of Congress before it is signed and becomes a law. There are 
two separate bodies. If a bill originctes in the House, as did 
this radio bill, when it comes to the Senate the Senate iB at 
liberty to use the House bill as the foundation for its legisla
tion, to adopt the Hou. e bill as it is, or to strike out certain 
provisions of the House bill and add provisions of its own, or 
the Senate has the power to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the House bill and write its own bill. If that is done, 
the Senate bill goes back to the House in that form as an 
amendment to the House bill. The House may accept the 
amendment of the Senate--which means to accept the Senate 
bill-or it may ask for a conference ; and it will appoint, we will 
say, three Members of the Hou e, and the Senate will appoint 
three Members of the Senate, and they will then take the two 
bills and try to adjust the ditl'erences in the legislation. 

From time immemorial, since conferees have been known, it 
has been understood that their functions were limited to deal
ing with the subject matter of the two bills in the first place, 
and making only such changes as were essential to adjust the 
ditl'erences between the two Houses. That was violated more 
or less, however; so in 1918 the Senate of the United States 
adopted this rule. I read the second paragraph of Rule XXVII : 

Conferees shall not insert in their report matter not committed to 
them by either Ilouse, nor shall they strike from the bill matter agreed 
to by both Houses. I1 new matter is inserted in the report, or if mat
ter which was agreed to by both Rouses is stricken from the bill, a 
point of order may be made against the report, and it the point of 
order is sustained, the report shall be recommitted to the committee of 
conference. 

I have just called attention to the fact that there are several 
provisions in identical language in the House bill and in the 
Senate bill that do not appear in this conference bill. With re
gard to one of them-subdivision (d) of section C, as it appears 
in the Senate bill-a provision guaranteeing to each State the 
allocation of at least one wave length for broadcasting pur
poses, I raised the question here on the fioor on a point of order 
made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HoWELL] ; and the 
Senate sustained the Chair in holding that the conferees had not 
violated Rule XXVII by leaving out that identical paragraph 
in both bills. 

Whether or not the Senate be right in its ruling, that omis
sion still stands as an objection to this bill. I am not interested 
in the Radio Corporation of America. nor am I interested in 
any broadcasting concern. I am interested, of course, as a 
listener-in. I am interested with those who have purchased the 
15,000,000 radio-receiving sets in the United States. I am one of 
the:rn.. I understand what they wish from personal experience 
and from conversations with them. I know that this bill, 
written by the conferee , makes no provision whatever against 
charging for listening in. I know that this bill makes no pro
vision whatever against charging for patented devices which 
will be essential to listening in. I know that there is nothing 
in this conference bill that gives the licensing authority and the 
authority that has the right to revoke licenses any power to fix 
charges, any power to regulate charges, any power to prohibit 
charging for listening in, any power to revoke a lice.nse for 
vutting a charge on listening in. 

I tell you, sir, that the 15,000,000 listeners-in of this country 
are being ruthlessly deceived by the broadcasting corporations 
of this country. It would seem that the 15,000,000 li teners-in 
would at least have some suspicion with regard to the whole
hearted sympathy of the broadcasting concerns for them. 

Broadcasting concerns can not make money out of the broad
casting business from now on unless they charge those who 
listen to them. Why? Up to the present date the broadcasting 
concerns have earned their money through the sale of receiving 
sets. They have sold nearly a billion dollars' worth of receiv
ing sets, and they could afford to hire entertainers to broad
cast, because it encouraged the purchase of radio sets. But 
now that the country is saturated to a great extent with radio 
. ets-15,000,000 sets have been purchased and probably as many 
more have been manufactured by individuals-they must look 
to some other source to justify their continuance in operation. 

Ko one objects to that, but they should not be allowed to charge 
unlimited sums for listening, should they? / 

Everyone knows that this has got to be a monopoly. It is a 
natural monopoly. The Secretary of Commerce states that he 
believes that the best service will be given by a few supel·
powerful broadcasting stations. He is probably right. A great 
many persons who have studied the matter believe that greater 
service can be rendered in that way; but that make· the power 
of regulation all the more necessary. 

What powers of regulation has this bill in it? It is the mo t 
astounding thing you ever read. It does not give to the officer 
that licenses and the commission that may revoke licen es the 
power to fix charges. It does not give either the Secretary or 
the commi sion the power to investigate charges. It does not 
give either the power to investigate di. criminations. It does 
not give either the power to investigate lack of service. 

Think of such a bill! Here you are seeking now to regulate 
a known monopoly, an inevitable monopoly, and yet you give 
to one man after a year the power to issue these licenses ; you 
reserve the power to a commission to revoke them ; and yet you 
do not give either one of those the authority to regulate the 
charges. There is no power in the bill to fix chru·ge . You do 
not give them any power to regulate service. You do not give 
them any power to prevent discriminations. 

That must appear to be a great mistake. You will haYe to 
have a firm control over this industry. If it is better to put it 
in the hands of one man, like the Secretary of Commerce, 
instead of in the hands of a commi ~sion, all right ; but when you 
recognize the fact that this industry has to be controlled by · a 
strong hand, why do you withhold from that strong hand the 
power to regulate? If there ever was a bill manufactured for 
the very purpose of preventing regulation, it is this bill. 

The Senate bill, which we considered carefully here, gave to 
a commission constituted like the Interstate Comme1·ce Commi'3-
sion the same powers that the Interstate Commerce Commis ion 
has, and those powers would have included the power to fix 
rates and charges and prohibit discriminations. They would 
have included the power to determine what service was essen
tial to every State in this country. They would have included 
the power to determine whether or not there was discrimination 
in favor of A as against B. 

That was what the · Senate wanted; but what do the con
ferees want? The conferees have destroyed the initiative of 
the commission after one year, and put the initiative in the 
Secretary of Commerce, and leave the appellate authority in a 
commission whose members do not draw salaries, and who will 
be scattered to their homes. But suppose they do put it en
tirely in the hands of the Secretary of Commerce : Why should 
they take out of the hands of the Secretary of Commerce the 
power to investigate excessive charges, the power to investigate 
discriminations, the power to investigate monopoly, the power 
to investigate lack of service? Yet they have done it. They 
have expressly taken that power out of the hands of the 
licensing power and the power that revokes licenses. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an in
quiry? 

Mr. PITTl\IA.~. Yes. . 
Mr. KING. As I under tand this bill-and I ask for informa

tion; I am very much interested in the able pre entation being 
made by the Senator-the charge is made, and I think with 
very much force, that there is a monopoly, or at least a poten
tial monopoly, existing now in this important indm;try. This 
bill affords no ·means of restricting or curbing the monopoly. 
It is contemplated that these high-powered organizations that 
now have the licenses will charge the multitude for listening 
in; and, notwithstanding that fact, notwithstanding the po
tential if not actual monopoly, this bill provides no mean. by 
which the public may be protected, and therefore is confirma
tory of the monopolistic power which already exists. Is that 
the interpretation of the Senator? 

Ur. PITTMAN. l\Ir. President, let me read from the confer
ence bill itself. Under the bill which passed the Senate there 
would be no question but that the commissi<Ul. had full power 
to investigate charges of discrimination, monopoly, lack of sei·v
ice, or any other wrong, and would have a right to revoke a 
license when they found any of those wrongs to exist. But let 
us see what is in the conference report bill. Section 14 of the 
conference bill states when licenses may be revoked. It men
tions two or three things among the grounds on which they may 
be revoked, and provides: 

Or whenever the Interstate Commerce Commission, or any other 
Federal body in the exercise of authoritY conferred upon it by la;, 
shall find and shall certify to the commis.sion that any licensee bound 
so to do, baa failed to provide reasonable facilities for the transmla-
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sion of radio communications, or that any licensee has made any unjust by the Secretary of Commerce and fooled with by a body that 
and unreasonable charge, or bas been guilty of ·any discrimination, draws no salary, called a radio commission, and neither one 
either as to charge or as to service or has made or prescribed any of them has jurisdiction to investigate and determine the most 
unjust and unreasonable classification, regulation, or practice with important disputes that will arise under the operation of radio. 
respt>et to the transmission of rauio communications or service. · Oh, yes ; of course the radio broadcasters of this country 

'l'hat, sir, is the provision of the conference bill that we are want this bill passed. Does anyone doubt that? Do not Sena
asked to adopt. In other words, the men who have charge of tors know that nearly every telephone company in the United 
this industry under this bill are the members of the radio com- States in e_very little town is getting some one to send a tele
mission and the Secretary of Commerce. They are the ones gram saying, " Pass this bill "? What do the senders of those 
who grant the licenses. They are the ones who determine when wires know about it? Why was it that just recently the broad
and if a license shall be revoked. The Interstate Commerce casting concerns of the West all changed their wave lengths, 
Commission bas no power to revoke a license. Mind you, the sometimes a hundred degrees, to have them conflict, and the 
very power upon which is imposed the duty to revoke a license next day said, "If you do not pass this bill, you will have 
if tllere is a wrong is not given the :mthority to investigate the that same condition for another year"? Why have we not had 
wrong. Can there be any greater absurdity1 The only reason that for a :rear? Why does it happen just now? 
a person can conceiye of for such a provision is that it is 1\fr. President, I do not believe I am naturally suspicious, 
intended to be made so difficult to find out the facts that nobody but when teleg1.·ams pour in from all over the United States to 
will ever find them out. Does not everyone know what would Senators from people who know nothing about this legislation, 
happen? • and can not know anything about it, m·ging its passage I 

1\Te will assume, for instance, that one of the radio fans who know the stimulus comes from somewhere, and where sho~ld 
win•s in here anonymously should find that he lived in a cer- the stimulus come from for the passage of this bill? 
tain section of the country that was not being served by the This bill is fair to only one institution. It is fair to tlte 
superpower broadcasting company. 'Vhere would he make his monopoly that will be created under it. The monopoly that 
prote~t? He would n·aturally write to the Secretary of Com- may be created under it is practically free of control. There is 
merce, and the Secretary of Commerce would say, "I have no nothing in the bill about chru·ges, there is nothing in it about 
authority over that." Then he would write to the radio com- service, there is nothing in it about discrimination, unless a 
mi::;F<ion, and the radio commission would say, "We have no complainant goes to another body created by another law for 
authority over that. You V\ill have to lay your protest before another purpose and there makes his protest. 
the Interstate Commerce Commission." Then he would Jay his Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
proteRt before the Interstate Commerce Commission, and what ltlr. PIT'l'MAN. Yes. 
would happen to him? There are protests before the Interstate l\Ir. DILL. I know the Senator does not want to make a 
Commerce Commission with regard to railroad discriminations misstatement. He says there is nothing in this bill that would 
that have been lying there for years and years. That is not the empower the radio commission to com11el radio broadcasters to 
fault of the Interstate Commerce Commission. They are only a give service. I think he did not mean to say that. 
certain number of human beings, and they have imposed on Mr. PITTMAN. I did mean to say that. 
them too much work. They are supposed to value all the rail- Mr. DILL. Then the Senator is mistaken. 
roads of this country. They are 10 years behind in that. They 1\fr. PITTMAN. The Senator can answer me in his own 
are Rupposed to settle every protest over a discrimination in time. 
freigl.Jt rates in this country. There are thousands of cases of Mr. DILL. I just wanted to call attention to the fact that 
tlu1t kind pending. Yet by this conference bill we are asked to the whole basis of the bill is public service to the listeners in. 
say to this poor, unfortunate hun1an being out in the woods Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, that statement of the Sena
E:omewbere, who never can get any service, "Go to the Interstate tor from Washington would be as absurd as this bill if the bill 
Commerce Commi."Sion and file a prote~t. and try your case to were not tragic. The whole basis of this bill is service? I 
see whether or not you are getting service." know the Senator thinks that. Of course, he does. We all 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President-- admire the honesty and the seriousness of the Senator from 
:Mr. PITTMAN. Just wait a minute until I get through with Washington. He believes that the whole basis of this bill is 

this line of thought, unless the Senator wants me to talk all sen·ice, and I do not, and I am arguing my side of it. 
day, and I am not going to do that~ I am going to finish as 1 I say that there is no l('gislative body on God's earth that 
told the Senator. ' I was intending to give control of an industry such as this to a 

Let me go just a little further. A. preacher representincr the commission, or to the Secretary of Commerce, that would ever 
church to which the Senator from Washington belongs d:'sires have prepar~d a bill like this. Can anyone think for one mo
to preach a F<ermon over the radio. He preaches the sermon ment of saymg there must be a powerful control over a future 
over the radio, and his church is charged $100 a minute. The monopoly, and then not give to the party who is supposed to 
preacher of another church goes to the broadcasting station give the license and revoke the license the power to investigate 
and preaches, and he is charged $100 for 10 minutes. Is that monopoly, the power to investigate discrimination, the power 
fair'! That is a discrimination. Is there anything in this bill to investigate overcharges, the power to inYestigate lack or 
to prevent that? service? Can we think of any legislatiye body creating a radio 

Suppose the preacher representing the church of my friend commission and not giving them the right to determine those 
from \Vashington should go to the Secreta1·y of Commerce· and questions? 
say, "I have been treated unfairly. There has been a diS- We gave the power to the Interstate Commerce Commission 
crimination against me as to charges." The Secretary of Com- over railroads to fix their rates. Of course, we did. We gave 
mere(' would have to say, "I have no jurisdiction over the the power to the Interstate Commerce Commission to compel 
matter." Then he would go to the radio commission, and the rai1roads to give exactly the same service and the same charges 
members of the radio commission would say, "We have no juris- to every shipper. Read the interstate commerce act and you 
diction over this matter. You will have to go to the Interstate will find the power that we gave the Interstate Commerce Com
Commerce Commission." He goes to the Interstate Commerce mission over railroads. Read this thing which the Senator says 
Commission and files his protest to the effect that he has been is based on service. The only service in this whole thing is 
charged ten times as much as some other preacher for talking service to a future monopoly; that is all . 
. over the radio, with the use of exactly the same facilities. It is the greatest outrage on the listeners-in of this country; 
What happens? He may get a decision in 5 or 10 years or because it allows the charging of auy price, either directly or 
the Radio Corporation of .America may appear before the' In- through a subterfuge of allowing the use of a patent. That is 
terstate Commerce Commission and say, "There is no authority the outrage in that. 
under existing law for you to fix rates on radio " ; and there It would permit the monopoly to cut off the listeners of a 
is a grave doubt as to wheth r there is. If there is any power whole section of the country if it saw fit to do it. It would 
under which the Interstate Commerce Commission can fix allow them to select those who may use their broadcasting sta
charges on radio, we know that they know nothing about radio, tion as far as the regulatory body is concerned, as far as the 
and they have not time to learn anything. Secretary of Commerce is concerned, or as far as the commis-

The thing that was wrong with this whole proposition was sion is concerned. 
this : This new industry, this growing science, this far-reaching They do not eve.n retain in this so-called regulatory body any 
power, should be handled as we handle the railroads. We power of limitation of the character of stuff that they will use 
established an Interstate Commerce Commission to handle rail- the broadcasting facilities for. If you could have as many 
road questions, and yet the railroH.d problem had been with broadcasting stations as telephone companies, or if you could 
us for nearly a hundred years, and was a simple problem by have as many broadcasting stations as railroad companies, com
comparison with this. What do we have to do with this petition would settle a great many things, but there are only 
problem? The conference bill would do everything on God's 89 effective wave lengths, and the Secretary of Commerce, who 
earth it eould to confuse the problem. It has it messed with is to become the primary mover in this control at the end of 
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one year, has already announced it as his opinion that the best 
service can be obtained through superbroadcasting stations. 

As I said before, probably he is right. Perhaps the best serv
ice to tl1e listeners-in can be obtained in that way. But when 
that idea is followed o.ut, you cut out competition; there is no 
such thing as competition under those circumstances. When
ever you realize that you are building up something where there 
will be no competition, where there is a single power, you do 
not start in to grant that power, and not reserve definitely 
every power of control over it that is essential to the welfare 
and safety of the people of this country. It is not done. 

Those behind this legislation are counting on passing it 
through a tremendous propaganda. They have thrown their 
thousands and hundreds of thousands of telegrams in on Sen
ators advising them to vote for a bill about which the sender 
of the message know nothing, and some Senators are paying 
attention to tho e telegrams and are not looking at the bill, 
because they do not want to look at it; they do not want to 
understand it. 

There is one thing which you will find out, that if it becomes 
necessary to make money out of broadcasting, the broadcasting 
concerns, when they have sold all of the receiving sets they 
can, will shoot out through this country every night magnificent, 
intere tiug statementrg with regard to sausage and pig's feet. 
Why not? If they can be paid to broadcast advertising matter 
throughout the country, why should they not do it? It is fair 
to the broadcaster, but is it fair to the 15,000,000 people who 
have bought receiving sets? There should be some power in 
the bands of the Secretary of Commerce or the radio commis
sion, or both of them, who have the power to grant and revoke 
licenses, to place some reasonable limitation on the use of the 
broadcasting stations so that they might be enjoyed by and be 
beneficial to the people of the country. But the conferees' bill 
does not propose to do any such thing. 

Another proposition is this : It is made unlawful to intercept 
a mes age and to publish it without the consent of the sender. 
Such a law was enacted by Congress in connection with tele
graph companies. A tel~araph company is a different thing 
from a broadcasting company. A telegraph company owns its 
own wires. A broadcasting company owns nothing except the 
sending apparatus. 'Vhat is the result? . If they have no 
vested rights in the use of the ether, then that provision will 
absolutely fail On the other hand, as I said, a great speech 
may be made by some statesman in England on some subject 
of world-wide interest and the broadcasting company of Eng
land may send it out to the Radio Corporation of America in 
New York. It may be intercepted by the New York Times or 
Herald or some of the other great papers of the country, but 
they would be prohibited under the provisions of the bill from 
publi bing it without the consent of the sender. If we carry 
that proposition to its legitimate end throughout the country 
let us see where we wind up. ' 

Of course, the new papers have announced that they intend 
to violate any such absurd proposition. But when we are 
constructing a law of this importance, dealing with one of 
the great powers which bas so recently come into existence, 
one which we have just discovered, why should we not give 
some thought to it? Why should we not realize that it is 
bound to be a monopoly and that the power in the hands of 
that monopoly, unless it is under the strictest control, may be 
used for the oppression of the people of the country? 

Mr. President, this thing is an outrage. I want to read 
into the RECORD a part of the various bills, not for the benefit 
of the present but for the future, because there is going to 
he a future and a terrible future from the effect of the pro
visions of the bill. · 

What was provided in the House bill with regard to title 
when it came over to the Senate? ?!find you, when the bill 
was considered in the Honse Committee on Interstate Com
merce the committee came to the conclusion not only that the 
Government was the exclusi•e controller of the ether but that 
it should be as....-:erted as such controller and that we should 
assert our right over it so that no private corporation or in
dividual could obtain any vested right in the use of the ether 
or wave channels as against the United States. 

Here is what the House bill provided and here is what the 
House of Representatives adopted unanimously: 

That it is hereby declared and reaffirmed that the ether, Within 
the limits of the United States, its Territories and possessions, 18 
the inalienable possession of the people thereoL 

Is there any such declaration in the conferees' bill? There 
is nothing or the sort that I can find. Let us go a little fur
ther. The bill came over to the Senate and was referred to 

the Committee on Interstate Commerce of the Senate and 
here is what that committee put in the bill. It is found in 
section 24 of the Senate bill: 

'l'hat the Federal Government intends foreYer to preserve and main
tain the channels of radio transmission as a perpetual me<lium unde·r 
the control and for the people of the United States. 

Is there any language like that in the conferees' bill? I 
wonder why the conferees objected to that language. 1 would 
like to know why. Here was a great House committee which 
adopted that language. Her'e was the whole House which 
adopted that language. llere was a great committee of the 
United States Senate which adopted it, and here was the Senate 
itself which adopted it. Why was it not satisfactory to the 
conferees on behalf of those two bodies? The reason why it 
was not satisfactory was because, they have· stated, it was 
urged that it was unconstituti<mal. Eternal heavens here 
were six conferees on the part of the two Houses listen'ing to 
evidence and matter that came out after the bill bad passed 
both Houses, listening to some lawyer po. sibly on behalf of 
the Radio Corporation of America claiming that we can not 
leave that kind of an assertion in the bill because it is assertin ..... 
something unconstitutional. Would it not be well, when both 
of the bodies and two of their great committees have as. erted 
the title of the United States and its superior right to the 
ether, to leave that language in the bill and let the Supr·eme 
Court of tile United States decide that it was an unconstitu
tional allegation, if we ever wanted to do it? 

Going a little further, there seeni'ed to be a great fear of 
stepping on some of the constitutional rights of the broadcaster. 
We will turn now to the waiver provision. In the Senate bill 
the Senate committee and the Senate evidently had some pur
po e in requiring that a waiver should be contained in the . 
license. They bad some purpose in doing that. There is no 
doubt what the purpose was. They knew there were certain 
attorneys for the broadcasting companies who w·ere contending 
that we could not put them out of business, who were con
tending we bad to give them a license. We know that we can 
not give all of them licenses. Somebody has to be denied a 
license, and unless we have some authority beyond regulatory 
power, unless we have a prior right in the ether, we can not 
stop a company that is operating; so we put in this safeguard. 
We knew that we wanted to license some of them, and we said 
to them, " When you take out a license you must sign a waiver." 
What was that waiYer? 

No license shall be gL'a.Dted until the applicant either for a license 
or for a renewal of a license has signed, under oath, a waivCl' of any 
claim of right to any waye length or to the use of the ether because 
of any previous use of the same, whether by license or otherwise. 

That provision was in the Senate bill, and it was adopted by 
the Senate, but what happened when it got to conference? Ttie 
conferees do not have the broadcasters waive any claim · of 
right as against the United States, but they must waive a 
right of claim against the " regulatory power " of the United 
States. Instead of waiving any claim as against the title of 
the United States, they only waive a claim as against the right 
of tire United States to regulate. 

Everyone who bas the slightest k-nowledge "'f constitutional 
law knows that the Supreme Court bas held time and time 
again the absolute power of the Federal Government to regulate 
common carrie1·s in interstate commerce. Why should we want 
a waiver of that power? What we want them to waive is any 
claim of a vested right to the use of the ether or wave channel 
because they have been using either. We want them to waiv~ 
that claim because we do not want any litigation. 

A railroad company may sign a waiver against the regulatory 
rights of the United States, but it does not sign a wai\er of 
title. If there were dispute over a right of way and the Gov
ernment would say, "Before we grant you certain privilege-s 
you will ha•e to waive any claim of title as against the United 
States of that right of way," that would be a matter of title; 
but when they waive any claim of right against the regulatory 
power of the United States they are waiving nothing, because 
there is no dispute over that right at all. 

For instance, the radio commission under the terms of the. 
bill may :find it necessary to cut out of the State of New York 
100 broadcasting stations, which have been operating. two years. 
What question then arises? Is it a question of power to regu
late? No; that question does not arise. If they want to cut 
out those hundred stations, they must say, "No; we are not 
going to give you a license; we are not going to let you operate; 
we are going to put you out of business." What power has the 
United States Government to put them out of business? Does 
the reeoulatory power give the Go•ernment the right to take 
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their property? Certainly not. II'he power to regulate must be Then follow certain things which may be brought to the at-
reasonable; the power to regulate can not be confiscatory. tention of the commission by the Secretary of Commerce. So 

We can not take property away from a person through the the result of the situation is that the Senate has failed to obtain 
power of regulation. We can not, through the power of regula- what it most sought, which was the absolute control of a future 
tion, stop a railroad which is operating. We can not stop 100 monopoly by a bipartisan, permanent, intelligent, well-informed 
broadcasting concerns in New Yoi·k from operating by the power commission; it has lost that, and that power goes to the Sec
of regulation. The only way we can stop them is to have in- retary of Commerce. The present Secretary of Commerce is an 
alienable control over the ether that surrounds the country. If admirable man and no doubt would exercise these duties with 
we have not got that power, we can not stop them; and yet the great ability, but even Secretaries of Commerce change. He 
bill intends to stop some of them. It means to stop some of may be promoted and, of course, there is a possibility that be 
them if the regulations are to be of any consequence at all. may be demoted. It is not necessary to deal with those pos
But they have emasculated the waiver provision in the Senate sibilities. The fact is that an unstable body is being created 
bill by putting in the words "regulatory power" when the in this bill. Then, after having destroyed the chief thing that 
waiver was originally against claim of title. They not only cut the Senate fought for, which was the commission, and having 
out of the conference bill the two assertions of title which were given the p<>wer to the Secretary of Commerce, it is proposed to 
in the House bill and the Senate bill, respectively, but they cut strike from the hands of the Secretary of Commerce and the 
out the waiver powers to conform to it. It seems to me that commission the essential power to investigate monopolies and 
this was evidently reviewed by a very able lawyer before it was discriminations, overcharges, and lack of service, which was 
finally adopted. provided for in the Senate bill 

Let us see what was in the Senate bill with regard to revoca- Mr. President, I have no desire to destroy this proposed legis- . 
tion. I am reading from section 8. This gives the ground on lation; I never have tried to destroy it, and that fact would 
which the radio commission may revoke a license, and it is ha>e been known except for the misrepresentations that have 
not in the conference bill. Here is what was provided in the been scattered over the country by those who are trying to in-
Senate bill. A license may be revoked when- timidate us into passing ill-advised legislation. 
any licensee bound so to do has falled to provide reasonable facilities I first offered a motion directing that the bill be recommitted 
for the transmission of radio communications, or has made any unjust to the conferees and that the House be asked for a further con
and unreasonable charge, or has been guilty of any discrimination, ference. That motion was defeated. I then argued the point 
either as to charge or as to service, or has made or prescribed any of order that the conferees had no right to eliminate identical 
unjust or um·easonable classification, regulation, or practi1!e with I sections in the House and Senate bills. In the whole time 
respect to the transmission of radio communications or service. that this subject bas been before the Senate an examination 

That was the power of the radio commission under the of my remarks will. show ~hat I h~ve not taken up on .the 
Senate bill. If the conferees wanted to give power to the fio~r over ~wo hours m my time. It lS true, when I first raiSed 
Secretary of Commerce, why did they not transfer that same th1s question many ~enators asked me to yield.' not f?r the 
power to him? But no, they did not do it. They did not even purpose o~ interrogating me but for ~be purpose m my time of 
transfer the power to the Interstate Commerce Commission. mterrogating t~e Senator fr?m Wasbmgton [Mr. DILL]. There 
They still left the power of revoking to the original radio com- ~as been no filibuster on this matter; but I. have attempted to 
mission or Secretary of Commerce, but under the terms of the mduce the S~nat~ to reconsider what I believe to be very un-
conference bill they can n"~t imrestigate these charges. They fortun~te legiS~ation. . 
can not make any findings under the conference bill. They can It will not kill the bill to !_lave the conference report go back 
not take any action whatever until after the Interstate Com- to the House of Representatives and ask for a further confer
merce Commission shall have found that the charges are well ence with that body. That is not an unusual proceeding. We 
founded: have had several conference reports come before the Senate in 

Listen to what we provided in the Senate bill with regard to the last week or two as to which that very procedure bas been 
listeners-in. This is subdivision (k) under Article c: followed, and the Senate has asked for a further conference 

(k) l.egulate and control any and all methods of transmitting 
energy, communications, or signals by radio where a charge is made to 
the listeners by the use of any apparatus, device, or connection by wire, 
and prohibit all unjust and unreasonable charges to listeners. 

There was provided a commission with a proper power to 
protect listeners-in. Now the power to protect listeners-in is 
given to the Interstate Commerce Commission, which has no 
p<>wer to revoke a license. 

A provision to protect States appeared in identical language 
in both the House bill and the Senate bill. I read from sub
division (d), paragraph C, as follows: 

(d) Determine the location of classes of stations or individual sta
tions (with due consideration of the right of each State to have allo
cated to it, or to some person, firm, company, or corporation within 
it, tbe use of a wave length for at least one broadcasting station located 
or to be located in such State, whenever application may be made 
therefor) and the kind of apparatus to be used with respect to its 
external effects. 

In the House bill the right of a State was to be enforced by 
the Secretary of Commerce, and in the Senate bill that right · 
was to be enforced by the radio commission; but the rights 
of the States were set forth in identical language; and yet 
the conferees in preparing their bill have absolutely left that 
out entirely. There is no provision whatever of that kind 
included. 

Now let me call the attention of Senators to the provisions 
which deal with the commission. As I have before stated, para
graph B of the Senate bill provided for the creation of a com
mission to control this industry. That commission was to con
sist of five men, bipartisan, to be appointed from five separate 
zones in the United States, the zones taking in the whole 
country. In the conference bill we find that section 5 as pre
pared by the conferees does this to the commission : 

SEC. 5. From and after one year after the first meeting of the com
mission created by this act, all the powers and authority vested in the 
commission under the terms of this act, except as to the revocation 
of licenses, shall be vested in and exercised by the Secretary of Com
merce; except tbat thereafter the commission shall have power and 
jurisdiction to act upon and determine any and all matters brought 
beiore it under the terms of this section. 

with the other House. \Vby should we not do so in this in
stance? The bill could have gone back to the conferees two 
weeks ago, when the matter first came up, and a new report 
could have been submitted to the House and to the Senate by 
this time. Why has not that been done? Is it because the 
conferees believe this bill is perfect, or is it because they believe 
the House will not yield anything? I know well enough that 
the Senator from Washington does not believe the bill is per
fect because be did more than anyone else to prepare the 
Senate bill which has been emasculated in the conference report 
which is now before us, and he can not belie~ that bill is per
fect. If be believes that the House of Representatives will not 
yield anything, then I have no sympathy with that position, 
because it is our duty to ask the House to consider things that 
are reasonable. Not in a spirit of criticism of this particular 
matter, but in comment upon the general tendency of conferees 
of the Senate, may I say that too frequently in the last few 
years we have had conferees come back here after having aban
doned the crucial principles for which we fought in this body, 
on the ground that if we did not take what the House conferees 
would give we could not get anything. That argllii'l.ent carries 
no weight whatever with me. I think sometimes we had better 
get nothing than to take things that are dangerous in their 
construction and in their effect. 

I would not be standing here arguing this question if I did 
not consider certain provisions in the conference report dan
gerous. I think the confusion that exists now will be as mole
bill to a mountain by comparison to that which will exist a 
year from now if this conference bill passes as it is. I feel 
pretty confiqent that the listeners-in in this country are now 
just entering that stage where they have got to suffer for their 
ignorance with regard to this legislation in their servitude to 
the very interests which are going to impose on them ; but 
such an experience may be necessary. 

The idea of a man telegraphing me from my State saying, 
"The radio bill is a good bill; vote for it." I know he does not 
know what is in the radio bill ; I know that he bas never seen 
it, and the chances are if he saw it he would not know what 
it meant, as it is very complicated. That character of petition 
is disgusting; it is not the character of petition that was con
templated in the Constitution of the United States; it is not the 
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character of petition that should have in1luence upon any man 
who is worthy to sit in this body. 

W .AR SITUATION IN MEXICO 
Mr. HEFLIN resumed the speech begun by him yesterday. 

The entire speech is as follows: 
Mr. President, I agree wi~ a great deal that the Senator 

from Tennessee, [Mr. 1\lcKELL.AR] has said. My State_ has not 
bee-n · treated right in this matter, and I want time to talk 
t o the· Members in charge of this measure before we take a 
vote on it. 

I nm going to discuss now a measure in which the people of 
the United States are more interested than they are in a few 
public buildings. 

· E very indication in the press now is to the e:fl'ect that war is 
coming on. Nicaragua is setting the stage. The Washington 
Post is breathing out the prophecies of war. On yesterday 
morning we find in the Post this article from Nicaragua : 

F ebruary 14.-An automobile flying the American fiag, in which 
Lawrence Dennis, the American charge, and the correspondent of the 
Associated Press had traveled from Managua to Matagalpa was fired 
on during the disturbance. No <me in the automobile was injured, 
although one bullet lodged in the upholstering. 

I have seen so many of these war programs laid down that 
I believe I know them when I see them. I predict that a little 
more and more articles like that will appear, and when Con
gress adjourns and the people's representatives have gone hornet 
as I said before, something will happen here at Washington or 
down there, and the matter will have proceeded so far that 
probably there will be nothing to do but to go to war with 
Mexico, as the Knights of Columbus planned in Philadelphia 
last August. 

He1·e is an editorial from Mr. Ed McLean's paper here in 
Washington, in which this language is used: 

In view of the constant danger to Americans and other foreigners 
for whom the United States is responsible, it would seem necessary to 
take a further step. The revolutionists should be commanded to quit. 

\\"'hat business is it of ours what government they set up 
down. there? They are fighting amongst themselves. Why have 
we gone down there with our implements of war? 

Again, 1\lr. President, in that paper it is said: 
The half-way measures thus far taken by the United States are oot 

bringing peace in Nicaragua. 

What does that mean but a suggestion for war? 
On January 14 I made a speech upon this subject, just after 

lbe New York World, in an editorial of the 13th, had said that 
the people of the United States are more nearly in war with 
Mexico than they have any idea. 

Mr. President, I trust that the Senators on the other side 
of the aisle, if they want to carry on conversation, will go 
to the cloakroom. I am discussing a matter in which ninety
odd millions of people are interested, and they have to rely 
upon the CoNGBEf? SIONAL RECORD to get the absolute truth as 
to what transpires here. Some of the press is free, and some 
of these boys who write for the press are honest ; but they 
cut down their reports, and so garble them that the people do 
not get what transpires here. It is an awful and a sad and a 
lamentable situation that we labor under at the Capitol when 
special privilege is back of a movement that the Representa
tives of the people oppose. 

I have been slandered and vilified because I dared to speak 
against the program of the ·Knights of Columbus, citizens of 
the United States. Why should I not speak about the Knights 
of Columbus if they are doing something that they ought not 
to do? Why should I not speak about them as I should about 
any other class of American citizens? What is it about their 
peculiar relation to some foreign potentate and power that 
makes them so extremely sensitive that they are ready to de
nounce, in the vilest language they can employ, a United States 
Senator who dares to denounce their efforts to plunge us into 
war? 

I never had the slightest conception of the political activi
ties of the Catholic clergy, of the Catholic hier~hy, of the 
Knights of Columbus, until I raised this issue in behalf of my 
country. The Catholic press from one end of the country to 
the other has assailed me, slandered me, vilified me, because I 
have dared to bring to the light a deep-laid plan to involve 
my country in war at the instance of the Knights of Columbus, 
speaking for the Catholic hierarchy of the United States. 

I am going to undertake to prove my case tO-day, and I am 
going to leave it to sympathetic Senators-and they are here, 
three-fourths of them-as to whether or not I prove my case ; 
and I am going to leave it to the 100 per cent American people, 

Jew and gentile, who do not • want war with Mexico, as to 
whether or not I prove my case. 

I want to read, in the outset, a statement made by a Mr. 
Flaherty. He is the supreme head of· the Knights Of Columbus 
of the United States. This statement appem·ed in the Wash
ington Post on January 15, after I had spoken on the 14th. 
Here is his language : 

The Knights of Columbus do not urge intervention in Mexico. -The 
Knights of Columbus do not plead for the United States help for the 
Catholic Church in Mexico. The issue is not the Catholic Church. 

Now let me submit the proof. 
The Senator from 1\Iaryland [Mr. BRUCE] is the :firs t Prot

estant American Senator to denounc~ me upon this floor for 
raising a religious issue which I never raised. He deplored 
the fact that I had dared to bring to this floor this question, 
when all I did was to read from the resolution passed by the 
Knights of Columbus their purpose to involve us in war-a reso
lution which denounced the American Government for the posi
tion it had taken toward Mexico ; a resolution which told the 
President, "Watchful waiting is a thing of the past; we de
mand action." · What is that action except war? When peace
ful means are no longer employed, war is resorted to. 

I showed that at that meeting in Philadelphia the religious 
question was the main question considered. I showed that a 
few weeks after that resolution was adopted Bishop Dougherty, 
a Catholic of Philadelphia, congratulated the Knights of Co
lumbus for having waked up a portion of the people who ap
parently had been dormant, and notified them that they could 
not mistreat Catholics or treat Catholics with indi:fl'erence. 
The Catholic idea was back of it all. The Catholic idea runs 
through it all. It was· a Catholic movement from the outset, 
and I am going to prove it to-day by their own utterances. 

The Senator fro_m Maryland [l\Ir. BRUCE] was the fi.TSt to 
come forward ; and then the big voice from Missouri came in 
and had to express his views and announce his candidacy for 
the Presidency, hoping to get the Catholic hierarchy to sup
port him. But back to Maryland: God bless that old State! I 
have loved it from my youth time. I regret to see the Senator 
from Maryland taking the stand that he is taking against an 
American Senator who is fighting an interest which would 
involve his country in war. · 

1\Ir. BRUCE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FEss in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
:Mr. HEFLIN. I yield for a question. · 
Mr. BRUCE. I should just like to say that I regret that the 

feeling of a:fl'ection which the Senator entertains for Mary
land, I am afraid, is a case of unreciprocated affection. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I deny that. I can beat the Senator in the 
State of Maryland to-day. That is a broad statement, but I 
can defeat him myself in the State of Maryland. If the Senator 
knew how low his stock has gone politically in the last two or 
three weeks, we would not hear much more from him in this 
Chamber. So I deny that the Senator speaks for Maryland in 
regard to that. Hundreds of letters from his State have in
dorsed my course. Citizens of his State have even written to 
me swearing that if I was harmed others would die to pay the 
penalty. When a man is willing to die for you, he car.es some
thing about you and the fight that you are making. 

But let me get back to the issue; and let Senators listen to 
this, and the press gallery, too, because it would be glorious 
news to the country, in view of the Senator's stand that I had 
injected the religious issue: 

Knights of Columbus, Maryland State Council, Baltimore, Md. , March 
25, 1926. 

Preceding the convention in Maryland. 
To the honorable the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

of the United States House of Representatives-

And so forth. 
Subject: Resolutions of protest against reltgious persecution in 

Mexico, from the Knights of Columbus ot the State of Maryland. 
Whereas the Government ot the United States bas admitted Mexico 

and its Government into its circle· of international friendship a.nd con
tinue.s to recognize this GQvernment, in spite of its indecent and de
grading acts toward priests and sisters of the Catholic Church and its 
efforts to destroy the Catholic Church in Mexico; and 

Whereas decent and liberty-loving citizens of the United States can 
hope for no relief from· this unjust and degrading spectacle, from this 
or any other administration ii1 Mexico, because the persecution ot 
Catholics and the plan to destroy the Catholic Church in Mexico ls pro
vided tor in the provisions of the Mexican constitution of 1917-

And so forth. 
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Now, therefore, be it resolved by the ·Knt{}htB of Col-umbus of Mary

land, That we, as citizens of the United States, do earnestly protest 
against the continued recognition of the Government of Mexico. 

GEORGE R. CALLIS, Jr., State Deputy. 
WILLIAM H. TIBBETS, State Secretary. 

Now, let me submit some more proof along that line. Here 
is a statement of a Catholic priest of Washington, Priest 
Ripple. 

I read: 
Statement of Rev. Father M. J. Ripple, Holy Name Society. 

A religious and Catholic institution. Priest Ripple says: 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I do not want to 

keep you more than a few minutes. I am the national direetor of 
the Holy Name Society, conct>rning which you have all heard, which 
enjoys a membership of 6,500 organizations, with a total membership 
of about 2,000,000 men. · 

Catholic institutions. He is speaking only for Catholics. 
The men of the Holy Name Socit>ty have instructed me to rt>gistt>r 

their protest against the laws of Mexico; against recognition by this 
Government of Mexico. 

There is a Catholic priest claiming to speak for 2,000,000 
Catholics regarding the religious situation in Mexico. 

Let me read again from the hearings before the House For
eign Affairs Committee, which, strange to say-and I want the 
country to know it-have never been printed. Hundreds of re
quests have come for this document, and people have not been 
allowed to read it. It has l>een tucked away in the House 
committee until to-day when I got hold of the _hearings, and 
I am now reading from them: I am giving what transpired 
at the beginning, and showing you who was supporting the 
resolution declaring for a severance of diplomatic relations with 
Mexico--a resolution introduced by a Roman Catholic, Mr. 
BoYLAN, of New York. These hearings were had upon that res
olution, and since certain Senators have accused me of injecting 
the religious issue, I am going to establish to the satisfaction 
of every honest man that the religious issue raised in this 
Mexican situation was not raised by me, but that they raised it, 
and that it was and has been a Catholic move from the 
beginning. 
. Here is another statement filed with the House committe~, 
referring to letters and telegrams representing the Holy Name 
Societies mentioned by the Catholic priest, Ripple. After com
piling :figures, it is said : 

These figures total 1,656,711, with branches numbering 3,960. 

Remember, these are all Catholic religious organizations. 
This forms the protest of the Holy Name Society against laws 

against religious liberty in the Mexican situ~tion. 

Let me read again : 
March 28, 1026. Minot, N. Dak. Rev. Michael Ripple--

That is the priest here in Washington, to whom all these 
telegrams were sent here in Washington-
515 Sixth Street SW., Washington, D. C., wher~as during the past 
year- _ 

Mr. President, before I read that, let me say that there was 
concerted action between these societies and this priest in 
Washington, there can be no doubt, because they all sent their 
telegrams on the same day m·ging this action before the House 
committee on that very day, and this is one of the communica
tions addressed to this priest requesting him to enter their 
protest to the committee. 

I read: 
Whereas during the past year the Government of Mexico has sup

ported and protected a well-organized movement for the persecution 
and destruction of the Catholic faith in Mexico-

And so on. Then again : 
Be it resolved by the members of St. Leo,s Catholic Ol,urch of Minot, 

N. Dak., conl!istin.g .of 80111.6 1,200 membe1·s, That the congressional com
mittee of ou.r Government before whom this matter is now pending do 
vigorously protest against further persecution of the Catholic faith 
in Mexico and demand of said Government freedom of religious belief, 
and upon failure of such Government to comply therewith that such 
committee do recommend the immediate severance of diplomatic rela
tions between our Government and the Government of Mexico. 

ST. LEO, S CONGREGATION OF MINOT, N. D.A.K. 

What does that establish, Mr. President? 
These letters are not coming in from citizens generally, and 

they are not asking that the protests be read in the names of 
"American citizens." They are asking that the protests of the 

members-of the Catholic Church be read, and that is what was 
done at the hearings before the House committee. 

Let me submit some excerpts from an interesting document, 
the Western Christian Advocate : 

A widely known student of Mexican atl'ain;, who has spent 10 years 
in close touch with the movements of our neighboring Republic, de· 
clared last week that there were three forces which would welcome 
a war against Mexico--certain of the oil interests, certain of the land 
interests, and the Roman Catholic Church. It would hardly seem that 
a church claiming to represent Christ would urge nations into acts of 
unfriendliness and violence. Not a single Protestant coming out of 
Mexico whom we have questioned has stated that the Government there 
is carrying on opposition to Christianity or to religious schools as 
such. Yet at this very hour Roman Catholic representatives in Con
gress are endeavoring to have this country hreak relations with Mexico 
on these grounds. 

Let me read some more in this connection from the hearings 
whieh have been hid away from the public in a House com
mittee. Bishop 1\latthews, a Roman Catholic bishop, closes his 
statement to the committee by protesting against brutal treat
ment received by priests and nuns in Mexico. Is he not raising 
the Catholic question? 

Now, I want to read a statement from the Knights of Colum
bus pamphlet called "Red Mexico," which they are sending 
throughout the country. By the way, I have received probably 
two dozen copies of that pamphlet from the South in the last 
two or three days, one gentleman writing across the back of the 
pamphlet, "The South is being flooded with this pamphlet." 
Remember, that pamphlet is still being sent broadcast, even 
since the Senate passed a resolution declaring in favor of arbi
trating our differences with Mexico. 

The Knights of Columbus in their resolution at Philadelphia 
pledged their ·continued effort along the lines indicated by that 
resolution, aid to the Knights of Columbus of Mexico, and these 
pamphlets being sent out now indicate that they are keeping 
their promise to continue their propaganda in spite of the stand 
taken by the Government of the United States. · 

In the Knights of Columbus pamphlet called "Red Mexico," 
now being circulated throughout the South, I find this language 
on page 24: 

Heretofore there has been a disposition to look upon this as a con
troversy between the Catholic Church and the Mexican Government. 

On page 28 we find the language I shall read directly from a 
gentleman who says he is non-Catholic. I said before, and am 
going to repeat, Mr. President, that I never knew of the intri
cate workings of the Catholic hierarchy until this issue arose; 
I never knew how completely they dominated and controlled 
certain weak-kneed Protestants until this question came up. A 
gentleman wrote me a letter, which I have read into the RECORD 
heretofore, in which he stated that frequently the Catholics 
would vote for a weak-kneed Protestant because they could use 
him for certain purposes better than they could use a Catholic, 
and when· one of them. rises and declares that he is a Protestant 
and straightway proceeds to carry out their propaganda to do 
their bidding, I have my opinion as to the kind of Protestant 
American he is. 

This man, who says he is a non-Catholic, in an article in this 
pamphlet, has this to say about the situation down in Mexico: 

Calles is on top-

Referring to the President of Mexico--
and be is grinding the faces of the Catholics in the grit because he 
can, and he does not like them anyway. · 

Listen to this, Senators : 
If the 1\Iexican Catholics were in the driver's seat, they would be 

putting the bud to Calles as he is lacing it into them. 

Here is an admission that the Roman Catholics want this 
Government to help them get the upper hand of Calles, and 
what do these resolutions speak of? Persecution of the Catho
lic Church. From whom are these protests coming? Societies 
of the Catholic Church. Who is wiring to Washington to re
port out the resolution of Mr. BoYLAN? Catholic priests 
throughout the country. Who later initiated the move and 
started on a nation-wide drive to force this Government to 
break diplomatic relations with Mexico? The Kni~hts of 
Columbus of the United States. And because I brought into 
the Senate a resolution they passed, which suggested a course 
that would inevitably result in the killing of many American 
boys in an unjustified war, I have been accused of injecting 
into this matter a religious discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arriv~ the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi-
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ness, which is the conference report on House bill No. 9971, 
the radio bill. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I was about to say that because 
I, an American Senator from a sovereign State, dared to come 
into this Chamber and bring the written evidence of an effort to 
involve us in war by a secret order of the Catholic Ohurch, I 
was pounced upon by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. BRUCE] 
and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. Of course, I did 
not expect anything except that those who belonged to the 
Roman Catholic Church would say something. If they had not 
said something probably they would have been lectured severely 
by those in authority over them. But for these other two Sen
ators to stand here and undertake to lecture me because I had 
discussed a question involving the activities of members of the 
Roman Catholic Church seemed out of place and entirely in
appropriate. Are there any questions affecting this Government 
and the lives of its citizens that can not be discussed in the 
Senate of tbe United States? The intolerance I have seen dis
played on the part of the Roman Catholic clergy and on the 
part of the Roman Catholic press toward me has convinced me 
that if there were 60 Catholic Senators in this body I could not 
make the speech I am making to-day, nor could I have made 
the speech I made here a few days ago. If they had a majority 
of Roman Catholic Senators in this Chamber, the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy would call on them to expunge my speech 
from the RECoRD. I believe that as I live and God reigns. 

I have never come in contact with such a narrow-minded, in
tolerant, and bigoted bunch as the Roman Catholic clergy and 
the Roman Catholic press. The mildest language they use to
ward me is denouncing me as a liar and a bigoted ass. One 
of their papers, the Irish World, started out by saying that 
"Senator REED answered liEFLIN's lies." They are feeding 
that kind of intemperate and slanderous stuff to the country. 
I have not told any falsehood on them. I have told the plain 
truth, and there are not enough of them in the United States 
to prevent me from continuing to give that truth to the country. 
They may do something to me, as they have done to other men 
who have crossed their paths and . interfered with their plans, 
but if they do I will go down to death with the conscious feeling 
that I died in the service of my country. The people who have 
followed my course will know that I was assassinated because 
I was serving my country and seeking to protect it against the 
enemies of my country. Let me read now what was said in the 
resolution referred to a moment ago. This resolution was 
:filed with the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, adopted by 
the Ascen ·ion Branch of the Holy Name Society of the Arch
diocese of New York, from AI Smith's home State, and I will 
have something to say about that gentleman before I :finish my 
remarks. On the Mexican situation it said, in part, in the 
preamble: 

Whereas the Republic of Mexico bas enacted laws which tn effect 
deny property rights and religious liberty and freedom of conscience 
and declare the property owned by persons engaged in teaching 
religion to be the property of the public ; an9-

Wbereas among those d~prived of these rights are a large number 
of Catholics-

And so forth. 
Why, Mr. President, have I raised a religious issue? Who 

started this move to involve us in war with Mexico? Who 
introduced that House resolution? A Catholic Member of Con
gress. Who sent their messages of support by telegrams to be 
presented to the House committee? Catholic religious societies. 
Who wrote the resolution at Philadelphia? The Knights of 
Columbus, a Roman Catholic organization. Who raised a 
million dollars to carry on their propaganda against the 
announced course of this Government with regard to Mexico? 
The Catholic Knights of Columbus. Who is flooding the coun
try now with pamphlets on " Red Mexico," assailing and con
tradicting the Government's position and its information on 
the subject? The Knights of Columbus. 

When they brought out the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
BRUCE]-" Old Pericles," as I sometimes call him-they thought 
they had trotted out the ablest scholar and the most classical 
gentleman among their friends in the Senate to deliver a 
rebuke to a plain Democratic patriot from another one of the 
sovereign States, who had dared to speak about the un-Ameri
can conduct of some of his constituents. I never dreamed that 
the resolution written by the Knights of Columbus in his own 
State would furnish me the proof needed to annihilate the un
tenable position of the Senator from Maryland. I have read 
it .here. The resolution passed by the Knights of Columbus of 
Maryland raised the religious issue. They protested against 
the persecution of Roman Catholic priests and nuns and against 
the efforts to destroy the Catholic Church. And yet the Sena
tor from Maryland said that I injected the religious issue ; but 

I did not do it. The Knights of Columbus of the Senator's own 
State raised in their resolution the religious issue. The Sena
tor from Maryland and the snow-white-haired· Senator from 
Missouri, JAMES A. REED, came in and they both looked very 
solemn and grave and both undertook to deliver a lecture 
to me for bringing into the discussion a religious issue. 
Who injected the religious issue? Here it is in the resolution 
which I have read. Whose movement is it? It is not that of 
the Jews. They are against war with Mexico. They indorse 
my position. It is not that of the Protestants. They are against 
it. They indorse my position. In fact, all denominations except 
the Roman Catholics, so far as I know, are against war with 
Mexico . . Mr. President, this is purely and wholly, singly and 
solely, a Catholic movement, and I have shown it by their 
resolutions which I have read as presented in the hearing-s in 
the House of Representatives on the Boylan resolution, which 
seeks ·to have this Government back off from the position it 
has taken and break diplomatic relations with the Republic of 
Mexico. 

I read again the res(}lution from which I was reading. I 
found this resolution in the files of the hearings on the Boylan 
resolution before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, with 
the notation at the top "Introduce this." I read: 

Whereas the present authorities in Mexico have inaugurated a policy 
which has for its object not only the destruction of the Catholic faith, 
but the wiping out of all religion among the people of that country; 
and 

Wherea.s in pursuance of that policy, church property bas been 
confiscated, innocent nuns and venerable priests have been driven from 
that country-

And so forth. 
Mr. President, inch by inch and step by step I am proving 

that this whole thing is a Catholic move in the interest of the 
Catholic Church in Mexico. I ask the American people to be 
the judges, to sit as a jury to decide the question as to who 
brought the religious question into this Mexican situation. 

Again I found this resolution from the State council of the 
Knights of Columbus of the State of Minne ota, May 25, 1926, 
shortly after the Philadelphia convention of the Knights of 
Columbus, in which it said: 

Whereas the said articles of the Mexican constitution for some 
nnaccountable reason are now being enforced in a ruthless and diabolical 
persecution of clergy and laity of the Catholic Church-

And so forth. 
Senators, would you think there was a religious bOdy in the 

United States which would indulge in the vicious and slander
ous attacks they have made upon me in their press, when the 
only thing I have done was ·to tell the naked truth about their 
conduct in this Mexican situation? I will tell you why they 
attack me. They are doing it for two reasons-to intimidate 
me and to frighten you. They want to impress you with the 
power and the vengeance of the Roman Catholic clergy. They 
want to impress you with their determination to crush anybody 
who ,.dares to stand up in the open and question the prog1·ams 
of the Pope. There is no getting around that fact. 

I found in the :files of the hearings a · letter on the letter 
from 21 Park Road, New York, dated March 30, 1926, and 
addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
of the House, Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE AND DlllAR Sm: Permit me to express my indignation at 
the treatment of Mexican and American Catholics by the American 
Government and to strongly urge your committee to recommend that 
the United States sever diplomatic relations with Mexico. 

Very respectfully yours, 
FRA..,CIS X. DlYEEN. 

I also found this letter: 
WASHI~GTON, April 29, 1JJ26. 

Hon. JAMES J. CONNOLLY, 
House of Representatives, Wa~hington, JJ. 0. 

MY DEAB MR. CONNOLLY : This office is in receipt of your letter <Jil 
the 24th accompanied by a number of communications received by you 
in protest against the " religious " persecution in :Mexico and asking 
that our Government intercede in the matter-

And so forth. 
Yours truly, 

CLERK OF THE Co:~uuTTEIII· 

I have read from Mr. Flaherty's statement where he said 
they did not want any interference; that they wanted no inter
vention and wanted no help for the Catholic Church. He is the 
head of the Knights of Columbus. 

Now, Mr. President, let me read some more inter·esting 
letters, telegrams, and resolutions. 
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I have shown that Judge Talley, a Roman Catholic, an able 

judge in New York, came before that committee and said that 
he was speaking only for the members of the Catholic Church 
in the city of New York, the Catholic laity. None but Catholics 
have appeared before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs 
to urge war with Mexico; none but them have gone on record 
protesting against the government of Calles in Mexico. Then, 
why should fom· or five Senators here undertake to deceive 
the public and misrepresent the facts by accusing me of inject
ing the religious ic:;sue into this Mexican situation? Truth can 
not yet be suppressed in the Senate of the United States; and 
I pray God the day will never come when an American Sena
tor worthy of the name will fear to stand in his place in this 
body and say what th'e facts justify him in saying about the 
Catholic hierarchy, about Protestant churches, about Jewish 
churches, about any other church beneath the Stars and Stripes. 
Is not that good Americanism? I do not want the friendship 
of anybody here or elsewhere who does not believe that it is. 

Let me remind you again just here what Mr. Flaherty, head 
of the Knights of Columbus, said: 

The Knights of Columbus do not urge intervention in Mexico. The 
Knights of Columbus do not plead for the United States to help the 
Catholic Church in Mexico. The issue is not the Catholic Church. 

Here is a statement by Francis J. Sullivan, of New York, in 
a letter to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Let me say that I, as president, write you on behalf of the Brooklyn 
Alumni Sodality, an aggregation of 200 Catholic men in Brooklyn, 
N.Y. 

And so forth. He is a Catholic writing in behalf of Catho
lics. Here is another letter : 

ST. IGNATIUS HOLY NAME SoCIETY, 
Hicksville, Long Island. 

lion. ROBERT L. BACON, M. C., 
Washingto-n, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: This society, composed of 182 members, wishes you us 
Representative of this district to protest against the treatment ac
corded to Catholics in Mexico by the Calles government. 

A. PAUL STABLER, Sect·etary. 

Here the religious issue is raised again. 
Here is what l\Ir. BAco:s, the man to whom they were writing, 

indorsed on the paper: 
A petition of the St. Ignatius Holy Name Society protesting against 

the action of Mexico in the treatm·ent accorded to Catholicll. 

That is his statement, and that was filed with the committee. 
Referred to Foreign Affairs. 

Justice Joseph T. Ryan, of New York, in a letter to the c-hair
man of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs on the Boylan 
resolution, says: 

Our Government should withdraw its approbation of the so-called 
Mexican constitution, pal'ticularly with respect to its unjust, nn
American provisions relati>e to religion. 

That looks like it is a religious issue. If it is, who injecteu 
it? Who raised the religious issue? These letters were written 
long before the Knights of Columbus acted at Philadelphia; 
long before I had any knowledge of what steps were being 
taken by these people to involve our country in war. Listen 
to this, Senators: Charles T. Rice, attorney, 110 West Forty
second Sh·eet, New York City, said in a letter to the chairman 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee of the House : 

As a citizen of the United States and resident of New York City, 
I want to enter a very strong protest against the treatment which the 
present Mexican Government has meted out to the Roman Catholic 
institutions and orders. 

I am anxious to see what kind of report the press will give 
this speech on to-morrow. I am anxious to know how much of 
this truth they will give to the country. 

I am afraid that they will refuse to give to the public the 
astounding truths that I am bringing to the attention of the 
Senate to-day. 

l\1r. ASHURST. l\Ir. President, will the Senator from Ala
bama yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, WATSON in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from 
Arizona? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I will yield for a question. I had hoped the 
Senator from Arizona would not get into this. 

Mr. ASHURST. I can not refrain. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. · Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from Arizona? 
- Ml'. HEFLIN. I yield ·for a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
yields for a question. 

Mr. ASHURST. The press ought to say in r~sponse to the 
Senator's invitation that they saw a man windy and foggy at 
the same time. 

Mr. HEFLIN. 'l'hat is about what I would expect from the 
wind-jamming Senator from Arizona. The only contribution 
that he could make to this discussion is wind ; he has made 
it and I trust he feels better. 

I have here some more letters showing that the Roman 
Catholic religion is ~ack of this whole thing. 

Bon. JAMES J. CONNOLLY, 

202 E. MADlSON STREET, 
Philad.e~hia, April 14, 1920. 

Oon.gressman trom Pennsyl va11.4a. 
DF.AR CONGRESSMAN : As a loyal citizen, I, with thousands of others 

from our great State of Pennsylvania, strongly protest against the 
persecution of the Catholics in Mexico by that tyrannical Government. 

I will say for the benefit of the Senator from Arizona that 
I started my speech by stating that I had not raised the re
ligious issue. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. BRUCE] aml 
the Senator from l\li<;sotll'i [Mr. REED] accused me of that; hut 
for nearly an hour, by resolutions of Holy Name societies, by 
messages from Catholic priests, by the resolution of the Knights 
of Columbus of Maryland, all speaking of the Catholic religion 
and of the Catholic Church, and by letters and telegrams to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs supporting a resolution intro
duced by a Roman Catholic Representative in Congress, I am 
showing by the facts that not I, but that they, the Roman 
Catholic clergy, the Catholic hierarchy, and the Knights of 
Columbus have raised this issue. However, since they haYe 
raised it, and since they have turned loose their venom upon 
me in a lying press, I intend to give the whole truth to the 
country. The people should know the truth ; they are entitlerl 
to know it; and I am entitled to place the truth of my position 
before them, and I intend to do it. 

Here is another interesting letter I read : 
As a loyal citizen, I, with thousands of others from our great 

State of Pennsylva11ia, strongly protest against the persecution of the 
Catholics in Mexico by that tyrannical gove1·nment. Will you not 
use your kind offices for the purpose of inducing our Government to 
d~nounce such outrages? 

Yours respectfully, 
JOHN F. HERRON. 

I read another letter as follows : 
431 Locus·r STREET, P.EilLADELPHU.. 

DEAR CoxonESSlllAN : In common with thousands of other loyal citi
zens of this great State of Pennsylvania, I wish to registpr a strong 
protest against the persecution of Catholics in Mexico by that tyran-
nical government. · · 

Then the same expression follows-
Will you not use your kind offices-

And so forth. Here is another letter. This is also addres ·ed 
to Mr. CONNOLLY. 

3127 LOXGSHORE STREET, PHILADELPHIA. 
DEAR Co~GRESSMA.N : As an .American and Roman Catholic, I protest 

against the barbarous treatment being given the Mexican Catholics by 
the Mexican Government. 

In the face of theF;e unchallenged facts no brave man, no 
honest man, will charge me with injecting the religious issue 
into the Mexican situation. The last letter was signed by 
Catherine Ryan. HE're is another letter from Philadelphia, 
dated Aprill4, 1926, addressed to Hon. JA:t.fES CONNOLLY; 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN: .As a loyal citizen of Pennsylvania, I wish to 
protest strongly against the religious persecution now taking place in 
Mexico. As I am a firm believer in religions toleration as extended to 
us by om· Constitution, I earnestly request you to use your influence in 
bringing about a strong protest from our Government to that of Mexico 
denouncing such barbarism. 

Respectfully yours, 
JOSEPH V. LAMBERT. 

All of them are touching on and raising nothing but the relig
ious question-the Catholic religious question. Here is another 
letter. It is addressed to the same Representative. 

3155 LIVI!IIGSTON STREET, 

Philadelphia, Arwit 15, 192G. 
Honorable REPRESENT~TIVE : A most sincere protest against the per

secution of Catholics in 1\-Iexico comes from me and thousands of others. 
Therefore I beseech you to do all in your power to put a stop to these 
atrocious activities. 

Yours respectfully, THOMA.S FAURAK. 
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Another letter from Philadelphia, addressed to the same 
Representative, reads: 

I make an appeal to you to try by means of your 1n1luence to induce 
the Gm·ernment to denounce such barbarous tactics such as the Gov
ernment of Mexico is exercising. upon the Catholics of that territory. 

Respee~fully, 
CLARA E. DouGHERTY. 

She has the same name as the bishop there, and it is spelled 
in the same way. 

I read another letter from Philadelphia : 
As a loyal citizen, I, with thousands of others from our great State 

of Pennsylvania. urgently 1·emonstrate against the persecution of 
Catholics in Mexico by that tyrannical Govetnment. Will you not em
ploy your kind offices for the purpose of persuading our Government 
to denounce such outrages? 

Yours respectfully, RAYMO~D FA.RREL.L. 

· Here is anothe1· letter from Philadelphia, addres~ed to the 
same Representative: 

As a loyal citizen, I, with thousands of others of our great State of 
Pennsylvania., strongly protest against the persec-utioB of Catholics in 
Mexico. Will you not use your kind offices--

And so forth. 
Respectfully, FRA.'!crs J. :aicNALLY. 

Here is another one from Philadelphia: 
As a loyal citizen, I, with thousands of others of our great State of 

Pl'nnsylvania, strongly protest against the persecution of the Catholics 
of Mexico by that tyrannical Government-

And so forth. 
The remainder is exactly the same as tile other letters. 
Here is a letter from William S. Murphy, of Philadelphia: 
As an American citizen and Roman Catholic, I strongly proteSt the 

treatment being given the 111e:xiean Catholics by tbe Mexican Govern
ment. 

Yours respectfully, WILLIAM S. MURPHY. 

Do these letters sustain the cha.rge that I raised the religious 
issue'? The e letters are dated last spring and were mailed to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the Hou ·e and buried in 
the files of that committee, and I did not know about them until 
right recently. The Republican House of Representatives never 
lu:td those hearings printed. Think of that, Senators ! A move
ment to plunge our country into war for the purpose of crushing 1 

a Republic that is trying to be delivered from the weight and 
ignorance of a Catholic hierarchy never being put in print, 
never issued in pamphlet form where the citizens of the United 
States could get hold of the hearings and read them. Is that 
some more of the secret and insidious work of the Catholic 
clergy and the Catholic hierarchy in the Uiiited States? Can 
they do a thing like that and get away with it in the United 
States? Can they stage a hearing in the Capitol-a Catholic 
he:uing, where nobody is heard but Catholics-and then have 
the statements taken down and put away, hidden in the 
archives of the Republican committee, never printed and given 
to the public? The public has never seen them. I am tlie fu·st 
Member of Congress who has ever brought them to public 
notice. I am doing that to-day. I am reading from them now, 
because, thank God, I had a right to demand to see them. They 
are a part of the records of Congress, and the public is entitled 
to know the truth concerning them; and yet -I have been assailed 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. BRuCE] and the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. REED], who imagines he is running for 
President. [Laughter.] He was being considered a little until 
he came in here one day and became the senatorial mouthpiece 
of the Catholic clergy; but when he took up their campaign 
and tried to lecture an American Senator because he told the 
truth about the Knights of Columbus and because he exposed 

"the effort of the Knights of Columbus to involve us in war with 
Mexico the Senator from 1\Iissou:ri quickly tm'lled the toes of 
his presidential boom to the daisies. [Laughter.] 

As I said on a former occasion, I was in W a.shington when 
the Knights of Columbus passed that Mexican war resolution 
in Philadelphia, and when I read it in the Washington Post 
I gave out a statement against it, urging the President not to 
be misled by it nor to permit anybody to get us into war. And 
one day, when the able Senator from Idaho [1\ir. BoRAH] was 
speaking in behalf of peace, I recalled that resolution, and I 
sent over to the Library and got it and 1· read it to the Senate
not what I had written but what the Knights of Columbus bad 
written-and it went out in my speecnes to the people of the 
Nation ; and I haYe received over 3,000 letters, 1,500 of which 
I have not yet read, indorsing what I had done, commenting 
upon the expressions used in the l'esolutien and scores of them 

denouncing the Senator. from ML~onri [Mr. REED-] ttru1 the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. BR:tTCE-]. 

And when I read and discussed that resolution the Roman 
Catholic press viciously attacked me. One of these littl-e squir
rel-headed fellows up there ·in the Senate press gallery, who 
is either a Catholic himself, or has married a Catholic, or his 
father or mother is a Catholic-and you had better be on the 
lookout and beware of them whenever they are tied up, so I 
have been told. because they are the fellows " they " some
times get to- join the Masons and other fraternal orders so as 
to keep tl1e Catholic clergy informed on vital matters with 
regard to American Protestants and Jews. If you find one of 
them that is tied up by blood or marriage with the Catholics, 
it is strang.e, but somehow or other it seems they dominate 
him. There is a deep and strange tie· that binds. They ha,-e 
a secret hold on him~ somehow, that enables them to use 
him in an emergency. They have some mysterious orller, I 
have hear<4 into which they initiate one of that type. Why, 
I have even known a peculia.r kind of Mason to quit the 
Masonic fraterniQ' and become a. Catholic and a Knight of Co
lumbus, and I have heru:d that there are one or two of them 
in this Chamber. That is plain talk, too. Will I be again 
accu ed of being a religious bigot for telling the truth? 

Here is a letter from 1\Irs. Mary R. Conroy about this war 
promoting- resolution : · 

I wish to enter a strong protest against the barbarous treatment ot 
Catholks in Mexico. 

Then she asks the man to whom she wrote to use his in
fluence for the resolution. 

The same thing in another letter from Pennsylvania. 
I protest against the perseeution of the Catholics of Mexico by 

that tyrannical government. 

Are they asking here to prevent the Mexican Gove1·nment 
from trampling on American rights and _liberties 'f Are they 
asking for a nation-wide movement, joined in by Gentiles and 
Jews alike? Oh, no; it is a Catholic movement pure and 
simple. It was started by them, carried on by them, the resolu
tion was introduced by one of them:, the indorsements of the 
resolution came from nobody else, and I think that they kept 
the hearings from being printed. · 

God save omr country if any religious sect can slip into this 
Capitol and pnll off a private hearing, in favor of war, with a 
room filled only with their members and the statements made 
kept secret from the public! That is what appears to have 
been done by the Catholic Clergy. I am going to read about 
what occurred iB that room in a minute. If they can pull 
that sort of thing off, and so infl.uepee a Republican Congress 
as to keep it from printing it, it looks suspicious and dangerous 
to me. I wonder if the Republicans are flirting and dickering 
with the Catholic hierarchy? If you are, as a Democrat, 
after the fashion of Jefferson and Jackson, I wish to say that 
you are entirely welcome to all the recruits that you are 
now bidding for. I wish here to declare that the Democratic 
Party shall not be used as a tail to a Roman Catholic kite
if I can :grevent it. 

Here is another letter supporting the Boylan resolution : 
As a loyal citizen of your congressional district, I urgently ask you 

to use your kind inilnence in a protest to ·the American Government 
against the barbarous treatment accorded the Catholics of Mexico. 

Yours respectfully, 
J. THOMAS HAUGH~Y. 

Here is another from Philadelphia to Mr. CoNNOLLY of 
Pennsylvania: 

I, as a loyal citizen of the United States, ask you, by virtue of your 
office, to consider the persecution of u our Catholic fellow citizens" in 
~Iexico unfriendly. 

Very respectfully yours, 
MARrA SCHUMACHER. 

Now a word about the hearing involviE.g a religious is ·ue that 
a handful of Senators have said was injected by "the Sena
tor from Alabama." That is what the white-haired old Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. REED] said. Why, it is s~id that he has 
been a rerror for a long time politically. I do not know about 
that, but I do know that he made a great mistake when he 
came into this Chamber and criticized me for bringing to the 
attention of the Senate the organized effort of: the Knights of 
'Columbus to involve our country in war with Mexico. Loyal 
American citizens everywhere t·esent that. His speech here the 
other day was the speech that he has made-part of it-fre
quently about the World War, bow Jew and Gentile, Catholic 
and Protestant, fought side by side. Senators have heard him 
make parts of it here before. He made it a night or two later 
in New York; and " Marcus Aurelius Sullivan "-poor Mark!-
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whenever they throw enough coin in Mark's direction favorable I only, and a Protestant who made a protest was looked upon 
results will follow. 1\Iark loves the chink of the coin. He with daggers in the eyes of the Catholics· present. He was 
wrote a letter to the papers praising REED and the "masterful offending them, because he was interfering with their war 
speech " that he made, and how impromptu and yet masterful program. 
it was. I had read part of it several times myself; and a part Listen to th.Ls, Senators; I am reading from the same article: 
of it was made in New York the other night, as I said a 
moment ago. Mark writes a good deal, and Mark knows how to 
write. He is a good writer, and he knows who to write for, 
because " the ox knoweth his owner, and the ass his master's 
crib."' [Laughter.] 

He also said the Senator from l\Iissouri had nothing to fear 
about the situation; that it was not the Senator's business to 
look after the Catholic side of the matter. 

Well, .Mr. President, many Senators and a lot of people think 
that he was doing that precise thing, and I am one of them, 
because I know the Senator's record. He has always opposed 
our immigration measures, and the Catholic hierarchy bas 
fought them from the beginning. The Catholic clergy is op
posed to restricted immigration. Roosevelt once said, according 
to Archie Butt's letters-and he, Archie Butt, was a Roman 
Catholic-that "the Catholic Church was out of place in the 
"United States; that it could not hope to grow; it was out of 
sympathy and harmony with our free institutions; the only way 
it coultl hope to grow was through immigration." So the Sena
tor from Missouri, when he opposed, as he always has, re
stricted immigration, was doing precisely what the Catholic 
hierarchy wanted him to do. 

So ~.fr. Mark Sullivan-dear and magnillcent Mark [laugh
ter], with his pen-pushing proclivities-is magnifying the etrort 
and praising the Senator from .Missouri for what he calli a 
great speerh made in the Senate in reply to me. Well, now, 
ju~:;t "Uetween us, other Senators agree with me that it was not a 
great speech. And they agree with me that it in no sense re
plied to my speech. One thing about it is certain, it pleased aU 
the Catholic priests in the colmtry. They clapped their hands 
for joy Rnd poured out copious Catholic eulogies upon his old 
white h<:>tul [laughter], and they are almost persuaded to tell 
him that he can have the Catholic vote for President. 

Senators, have you ever seen one of these old swamp rabbits 
run in the canebrake? Well, they cut their own path through 
the canebrake, and it is ju ·t big enough for them to travel in, 
and a dog has difficulty, in chasing . them, to get through the 
canebrake in the path th€Y haye cut.' Every now and then 
a sharp piece of cane will prick him and you will hear him hol
ler, and the rabbit keeps just far enough ahead to stay out 
of his way. He thinks he is smart. He travels the path he has 
cut for himself. 

When the cane pricks the dog he bears the dog howl and he 
know. · just how fast to move to keep in front of him. But 
we boys that knew how to hunt those swamp canebrake rab
bits would find where he came out in the open on the edge 
of the swamp ; he would run up a little piece, 30 or 40 yards 
and then get in another path that he had cut out for him: 
self and go back into the canebrake. He would come out to 
get a breath of air and view the situation, to " look the land
scape o'er " ; and we would go to where his path came out to 
the edge, and one on one side and one on the other, when he came 
out we shooed him out into the open field, and the dogs would 
catch him before he ever got back to the swamp. Now, when 
we get JIM out of the paths cut by himself in the Catholic 
canebrake, out in the open field where whole-hearted Ameri
cans can see him, we will catch him before he ever gets back. 
[Laughter.] · 

Now, I will read to you a statement about the Republic-an 
House committee hearing upon the Boylan resolution. Listen 
to this, Senators : 

At that time we r('ported the hearing as packed by Roman Catho
lics, as being an attempt on the part of the Romanists to use the 
United States Government to accomplish its sectarian ends and stem 
the advance of liberty in Mexico. 

The statements then made before the committee were falsP, and 
when we indicated-

Listen to this-
When we indicated our disbelief in the committ~ room, we were 

set upon by a number of those who were trying to have our Govern
ment commit an unfriendly act toward the people of Mexico in their 
struggle to escape the oppressive political and educational yoke of 
Roman priestcraft. 

Can you visualize the situation in that room? A few Protes
tants had slipped in, and when they indicated that what the others 
were telling the committee about the Mexican situation was not 
true they were turned upon and stared out of countenance. 
A hostile attitude was displayed toward them in the committee 
room, where the hearing was that of Catholics and Catholics 

For over a week we have endeavored to secure a copy of this hear
ing which the Roman Catholics obtained before the standing Committee 
of the llouse on Foreign Affairs. The report of this hearing may as 
well have been in the treasure house of the Vatican. 

Do you get that? Right here in the Capitol of the United 
~tates a solemn bearing bad, involving a question of two na
tiOns going to war, involving the relationship of the greate!';t 
Government in all the world with that of a sister Republic 
struggling amidst great difficulties to get on her feet and be
come one of the great republics of the earth our· Government 
~ending fr!endly as~istance and bidding her Godspeed ; a hear
mg held m the Capitol of the United States, the statements 
made never given to the public. I am giving them publicity for 
the first time to-day. 

Here we are, right on the verge of war with Nicaragua. 
Anybouy who knows anyth~g knows what our activities down 
there mean. 

Diaz, the President of Nicaragua, is a Catholic and is not in 
fact and not by right President at all. According to the state
~ents o~ the able Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH], a Repub
lican, D1az has no right to occupy the Presidency. That is the 
situation reaching from the Knights of Columbus to the com
mittee room in this Capitol; and the Catholic President Diaz 
of Nicaragua, and this Republic--God help us-is held in tb~ 
balance in a situation like that. God give our President cour
age to resist the pressure being brought upon him to go to war. 
with Mexico. 

This article continues: 
To our repeated errorts-

To get these hearings the w1iter of that article means-
the r eply has been that the committee voted not to publish them, and 
that they could not be seen without the order of the chairman of the 
committee, and what his order might be we were left to judge, as be 
would not be in the Capital for some days. It is the usual custom to 
publish such hearings. We have never before been denied the right of 
consulting the r('cords of a public hearing before any congressional 
committee, whether published or not. 

Have we reached the time when we are going to depart from 
the old American custom? Have we reached the time when the 
report o! a hearing of this important and serious character 
brought about by a resolution introduced by a member of th~ 
Catholic Church in the House, a resolution supported only by 
Catholic religious societies through the Nation and Catholic 
priests and Catholic bishow, can be hid away locked up in a 
desk and nob?dY but Catholics know what is in the record? 
Are the Amencan people, whose peace and happiness and lives 
would be at stake in a war, to be denied the right to know the 
facts in this particular grave and threatening situation? 

Senators, you are going to hear from this matter. As you 
live and there is a just God above us, you can not get away 
witl1 that sort of thing in the Congress of the United States 
in this American Republic of ours. Republicans or Democrat~ 
have no right to haV'e a hearing like that behjnd closed doors 
for that is what it amounts to if you do not publish it-star: 
chamber procedure, "speakeasy," whispered conyersations on the 
part of one religious group engineering a war to aid a similar 
religious group in another country. 

The Knjghts of Columbus in their resolution, in spite of this 
Government's position, pledged support of 800,000 Knights of 
Columbus to the Knights of Columbus in Mexico. What did 
that mean, and what are the Knights of Columbus over there 
doing? They are trying to overthrow the Government which 
this Government has recognized. Are the Knights of Columbus 
here who are doing that loyal? Are they upstanding and 
absolutely loyal American citizens? Can they support this Gov
ernment truly, loyally, and at the same time extend encourage
ment to a rebellious army in Mexico, pledging them their 
strength and their all-800,000 men to participate in battle if 
necessary? That is the truth ; and yet they and their friends 
here assail me for coming into the Senate and saying what I 
have said. 

. One of thes~ Cat~olic papers said there was one encouraging 
sign about this thmg, that I was alone in my stand in this 
matter, and that the other Senators seemed to be against me. 
That is not true. It is absolutely false. Four-fifths of the 
Members of this body are with me in the fight I am making. 

Three-fourths of the Members of this body are ready to say 
now that I have committed no offense against my country and 
violated no propriety when I dared to tell the. Senate and the 
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country about the Mexican war activities of the Knights of 
Columbus of the lTnited Stutes. If you belie-re they do not 
agree to it, let your Catholic press agents here go and ask them, 
be<·ause the day is not far cli~tant when Senators are going ta 
be asked on the stump in their respecti-re Stutes whether they 
imlor e my stand or not. If we must have a war of l:;poken and 
written words on this grt>at question, let us have it to the end 
that the whole truth may be known. There is no letting up on 
a matter where truth and light and life and death are at stake. 
~'he call of duty, the love of country, and the intere ts of human
ity impel you to earry on if you are a real American. 

"Mr. President, I want to re<:ul another line or two from this 
artide on the hearings before the House committee. Speaking 
about the failure to get a copy of these hearings, this article 
gnes on to say : 

This is a strange procedure and most uncommon in a democracy. 

And I a.~k you Senators~ is it not? I a::;k Democrats and 
Repu blic<U1s alike, ts it not a strange procedure? I am a Prot
estant. I am a member of the l\Iethodist Church. I have t"·o 
urother · who are Methodist prea<.:hers. I would not any more 
pNlllit the Methodist Chun·h to carry on a· the Catholics have 
earried on in thi · thing and remain silent than I would jump 
off the Wal'hington Monument. No church society, no religious 
organization, no religion · se<:t has the r·ight to slip up to this 
Catlitol and inaugurate a movement which would start the 
trend of armie , the shedding of blood, the giving up of human 
lif<' to further the religiou:-:; cause of any group of people in 
these t;nited States. We are not ~wing to do it. This Govern
ment will not ~o to war for the Catholic Church, and it will 
nut go to W<ll' for any other <:burch now in existence or here-

. after to come in to exi. tence. 
Any question about whi<:h we go to war must be an .American 

Ql1,.C'stion. It mn!'t affec·t genuine American rights, and bona 
tide interests, and real Amerkan liberty. 

Mr. President, I never dreamed, until this Catholic-Mexican 
war cont.I·o\ers . .r came up, about the pernicious and insidious 
activities of the Pope of Rome in America. I never knew what 
pow0r he had politically O\er the Catholic hierarchy and clergy 
in the United States. I have been receh-ing letters from every 
noolr and corner of our country, from Democrats and Republi
cans alike. They ha-re gi-ren me information, the have sent 
me pamphlets and books to read that ha Ye opened. my eyes. 
They have sent me periodicals from Catholics carrying bitter 
attacks upon me. I never dreamed, I repeat, until this con
troversy arose, that they were doing the things that I have 
found them doing in the United States. · 

·when I dared to come in here and speak, as I have a right 
to speak, about the Knights of Columbus, the head of that 
order came out and practically denied that what I had said 
here was in the Knights of Columbus resolution, and I read 
the resolution to the Senate again. He issued a statement in 
'Yhkh he said the Catholic Church was not in\olved, .that it 
wa. not that at all. I have shown. by Catholic priests, Catholic 
juuges, Catholic nuns, Catholic societies, that it is the Catholic 
Church, and nothing but the Catholic Church behind this par
titular phase of the program to involve us in war with Mexico. 

Are Senators going to be fair-minded enough to pass judg
ment on the question as to who is responsible for raising this 
Catholic religious issu~myself, or those who are under some 
kind of obligations to the Pope of Rome? Listen to this: 

If the statements upon which the Romanists would have the United 
States break with Mexico were sustainable, they certainly would not 
hesitate to have the heal'ings published. 

Is not that sound and rea onable, Senators? A jury assem
bled and a case being tried, and the testimony locked up in a 
de~k; somebody making speeches before the jury and passing 
literature around to induce them to think a certain way, to con
vince them, in order to make them reach a certain -rerdict, and 
:-;omebody coming up and saying, "Why don't you give them 
the eYidence? "'lly don't you let them know who is back of 
this? Why not tell them the truth? " 

'l'hey say, "No; that is locked up. We are not going to let 
you see the evidence. It has not been printed." Yet the 
.American people, the great jury involved, the great jury most 
inter·ested, the great jury from whose ranks the boys must come 
at the beat of the drum and the flying of the flag, who must 
go into bloody murderous war, if it comes, are not permitted 
to know what the facts are. 'l,he facts are kept pigeonholed 
and hidden away, and in the meantime the Knights of Columbus 
flood the country with their pamphlet, "Red Mexico." Read it, 
get excited, write to Congress to move to break off diplomatic 
relations with Mexico. Where is the evidence? Why is it 
locked up? Wby will you not let us read it? "We just decided 
somehow, or somehow else, in t~is particulat: Catholic pro.· 

cedure, that the hearings would not be published." God forbid 
that another such occurrence will e-rer be recorded ugain in 
the hh;tory of our country. 

I am still reading f"I·om the article published by the Western 
Christian Advocate : 

Not being able to get access to the verbatim report of the bearings, 
we found a prominent member of the committee and asked him why 
they were suppressed. lie replied that the committee agreed that . be
cause of the evident inaccuracies-

Listen to this, Senators-
and misreprl'sentations ln the testimony of the witne se , who were 
excited and sensational, it was better that the bearings be withheld 
from the public. 

God of the Republic, what are we coming to? They are not 
the judge~;. They ought to vublish the hearings, let the (•ouniry 
have them, let the newspapers give the facts, if they will, to the 
people whose Government this is. Why not rmbliHh them? 
They said the members of the committee decided that the wit
nesses made misrevre:;entations to them; in other words, what 
they were stating as 'to wily the Boylan re~olution should be 
passed was not true but false. Yet at the bottom of it and 
back of it was a mo\ement to f'ever diplomatic relation. and 
go to war with Mexico. Henators, all tl1at ba~ tran.:pircd 
behind clo.·ed doors and the testimony lias never to this day 
been publLhed. 

A paper called the Springfield ( 1\lo.) Kew.;, a CatlJOlic !'beet, 
has paid its caustic respects to me. They had an editorial the 
title of which was, .. HEFLIN a bigoted a~s," and from that they 
got more intemperate and slanderous. It i:; the vilest language, 
mo~t intemperate and insulting. which eau!='es me to remark 
again, What is there about thif; whole Catholic :situation in the 
united States that makes them so sensitiYe when nn AmE>rican 
Senator, who has no allegiance but his allegiance to hi. eouu
try, discusse matters that affect the IJ€-ace and happineHs of 
the United States is compelled in the discharge of hi.· cluty to 
mention the strange and conspicuous doings of the certain 
Roman Catholics of the United States? 

Is a Senator guilty of an un-American act when he tells the 
Senate about the efforts of the Knights of Columbus to get onr 
conutry into war? 

I do not think so. 
This Catholic editor of the Catholic Kews of Springfidcl. Mo., 

then said, -;peaking about me : 
His charge that the Knights of Columlms, a church brotherhood, 

wantonly seeks to provoke war with Mexico could be dismissed Rs nb urd 
were it not so treasonable. 

Treasonable to what? Mr. President, this editor di ·eJoseA 
the fact in that statement that he is a subject of the Pope of 
Rome, and he got me mixed up with himself. lie owes alle
giance to the Pope of Rome, and yet he is making hi living out 
of the people of the United States. He is writing for a paper 
in the United States, and, when digging me, he forget. him
. elf, thinking of the Pope, and says that I have committed a 
crime that is treasonable. Treasonable to what and to whom? 
Not to my country. I am for my country above e-rerything elE:e. 
Can the Roman Catholic hierarchy say that? I do not think 
it can. 

Again, he said, speaking of me: 
He offers no proof of the accus:ttions which he mnl{('A, nnd no 

sensible man will belieYe he bas any to offer. 

I have read to-day for an llour and a half the testimony from 
Catholic sources about a Catholic resolution offered in the House 
and a Catholic resolution of the Knights of Columhul" and 
Catholic activities--and nothing but Catholic a<:ti\itie.·-be
cam::e there is nobody else in the movement. It il:; a C'.atholic 
program from start to fini h ; and here is this man sa.riug that 
I have no proof. He i' attempting to mislead and de<:ei\·e the 
people who read his paper. 

The facts speak for themselves. The resolution pa ~st-d IJy the 
Knights of Columbus in Philadelphia has been read recently by 
millions of American people. Its meaning is plain to eYery loyal 
American. The resolution speaks for itself. J;et u. inquire, 
first, Did the Knights of Columbus of the United Stat0~ pa ·s 
that resolution? Answer, yes. Did that resolution condemn 
the United States Government's policy toward Mexico and at 
the sa me time encourage the Knights of Columbus iu l\lcxico 
to continue their activities against the Government whldt the 
United States had recognized '1 Answer, yes. Did. the Knights 
of Columbus pledge a million dollars at Philadelphia to IJe used 
in opposition to the position taken by anti in opposition to tlle 
officially declared policy of the United States Gm-ernment 
toward Mexico? .Answer, yes. Did the Knights of Columbus, 
with full knowledge of the e~ressed desire of the United 
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States Government to sanction in every way possible the ties of 
peace, friendship, and good will existing between the two Gov
ernments, urge in that resolution the Knights of Columbus of 
Mexico to continue their opposition to the Mexican Government 
and pledge them the aid of 800,000 Knights of Columbus in the 
United States? Answer, yes. That is enough testimony. There 
are the facts. They can not be denied; 

Here is a resolution from the Knights of Columbus later than 
the one in August, 1926: 

DEAR Sm L~D BROTHER-

KNIGHTS OF COLU !BUS, 

New Haven, Conn., N01rember 1, 1926. 

ThiS is from James A. Flaherty, the supreme head of the 
Knights of Columbus-

At regular quarterly meeting of the supreme board of directors, held 
on October 9-10, 1926, the following action was taken : 

"Voted, that a special asse sment of $1.50 be ·levied on each member 
of the order as of No>ember 1, 1926, for the purpose of creating a fund 
to be used in carrJing on education, welfare, and relief work in connec-
tion with the Mexican situation." 

The action taken by the board.r as above, is in accordance with reso
lutions unanimously adopted by the supreme counctl on .August 5, 1926. 

Fraternally yours, 
J.AM'rS A. FLAHERTY. 

[NoTE.-Under seetion 168 of the laws and t>oles of the order mem
bNs bave 30 days from ~ovember 1, 1926, within which to pay the 
special per capita assessment !or the Mexican fund.] 

That is another document from the headquarters of the 
Knights of Columbus. Notation at the bottom: 

Return tbis card with $1.50 at once to your financial ' secretary to 
avoid suspension. 

Oh they mean busines ·. They are hot on the trail of war. 
They' do not intend to let up until tbei~· purpose is accomplished. 
They say, ''You must pay this by a certain time into_the Mexi
can fund in order 'to avoid suspension.'" 

Mr. President, there never before was such a secretive war 
movement started and carried on in secret so long without the 
Jews and the Protestants of Anierica knowing what . was going 
on in their midst. Senators who are so exceedingly fond of 
the Catholic clergy, like the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
BnuCE] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED], eulogize 
and bill and coo so softy and sweetly when they are 
trying to please the Catholic clergy. But they turn loose a 
tirade against an American Senator who dares to stand in his 
place and speak for his country against the un-American 
activities of the Catholic clergy. I am going to give my opinion, 
because I believe in speaking out in meeting. I think some one 
requested both the Senator from Maryland and the Senator 
from Missouri to say something in answer to my speech. They 
know whether that is true or not. I think somebody suggested 
to them that they ought to get after me and see if they could 
not stop me. Well, they did not know me. I never started a 
fight in my life until I was sure that I was right. Right is 
right as God is God. When I start into a thing and believe I 
am right, why should I quit because somebody whose political 
sti·ength and affiliations that I know about and understand 
dares to stand up here in disguise and speak for the Pope? I 
should hate for anybody who bears my name ever to think that 
I had laid my hand to the plow in a righteous cause and quit 
because I was politically afraid or because my life had been 
thrt!atened. 

I have a letter in my pocket now. an anonymous letter mailed 
in Boston, from one of those fellows who tells me that he is 
coming to Washington with 10 others, and that if I do not let 
up on the Knights of. Columbus they would pick me off, and 
that he won a prize for ma1·ksmanship in the marines. A man 
has but one time to die. Mr. President, I love life, I love hu
manity, and I love my country. I love the people who have 
honored me with a seat in the Senate. They have been good to 
rue. 

They sent me to this body by a vote of 55 counties out of 
67 when there were five candidates in the race, an ex-governor, 
an ex-senator, an ex-Member of Congress and a distinguished 
lawye1· at the capital of my State. 

I want to tell Senators something of the history of thftt 
campajgn, Prior to that the Legislature of Alabama had before 
it a bill seeking to put all educational institutions under the 
same authority and to permit an inspection of those institutions 
by State authority. But the Catholic clergy rose up in their 
wrath and protested. They said "You may inspect the other 
schools, but you must not inspect the Catholic convents." One 
of the men who ran against me appeared before a committee 
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of the legislature with some of the sisters opposing that legis
lation. I learned about that. He had attacked me in the 
campaign. I replied that I differed from him on a great many 
questions and that was one of them. I said, " What right has 
the Pope of Rome or the Catholic clergy in the United States 
to set up an institution of learning in my State and put it 
beyond the jurisdiction of the lawful authorities of Alabama, 
to admit that we may require inspection of Presbyterian 
schools, Methodist schools, Baptist schools, Jewish schools, 
Protestant schools, but that we can not inspect the Catholic 
schools, claiming that they are out of our jurisdiction, that their 
control belongs to the Pope of Rome.'~ I said, " I do not stand 
for that doctrine. I am in favor of putting them all on a 
common level; inspect Catholic, Protestant, Jewish institutions 
alike. That is the distilled essence of democracy." I have 
no apology to make for my stand then and I have no apology 
to make for the stand I am taking he1·e now. I was right then ; 
I am right now. 

Do Senators know what happened to me? Every Catholic 
in my State voted against me because of that. They flashed 
word over the State, almost in the twinkling of an eye, to vote 
against HEFLIN and I heard of one Catholic priest, whom I had 
never seen, denouncing me. 'l'he Catholics marshaled their 
vote against me because I dared to take an American stand. 
This is not the first time .I have been opposed by the Roman 
Catholic clergy, but this time it is on a much larger scale. I 
confess to you that I never dreamed .of the nation-wide activi
ties of the Roman Catholic clergy as I have found it to exist 
to-day. I never dreamed that there was so much intolerance, 
intemperance, and religious bigotry amongst one group of 
people us I have found in the Roman Catholic clergy and the 
Roman Catholic press. They seem to care nothing about the 
facts and the decent proprieties of the matter. 

Think of a Roman Catholic priest claiming to represent 
Jesus Chl'ist indulging in the intemperate and insulting lan
guage that some of them have used against me. The spirit 
that they have displayed in this matter is more of the spirit 
of Satan. 

It is time somebody was taking the mask off tbem, and I am 
in the humor to do it. 

'Why, Mr. President, there are other religious denominations 
in tbe United States. Since the Catholics have raised this 
question, I do not believe that I would be doing wrong to read 
a statement from S(}me Protestant Christians. They are inter
e ted; their boys would have to fight if we have war. 

I am going to read this, even if I offend some of the Roman 
Catholic clergy who are sitting in the galleries, and some of 
their agents who have been here for a week or more to report= 
what I do and say against their miserable attempt to plunge 
us into war. Let me read this: 

LI!'iDSEY, OHIO~ Febr'l(.aru 13, 1927. 

The letter is addressed to me--
DEAn SE -ATOR: A resolution has been passed in our Bible school, 

which has a membership of 300, sanctioning your attitude and stand 
you are taking in regard to the Mexican situation. 

I have been asked to mail a copy of this resolution assuring you of our 
prayers and support. 

Sincerely yours, 

FRED C. MAGSIG, 

8uper'internlent Christian Oitizen&lzip 
EvangelicaJ B ·ible Scl!ool. 

Here is a resolution from Kalamazoo, Mich. : 

Whereas the United States of America bas been facing a grave crisis 
in· the matter of being drawn into war with Mexico; and 

Whereas we believe that there is no doubt whatever that the crisis 
has been brought about by propaganda spread by the Roman hierarchy 
and the Knights of Columbus to precipitate such a wa.r, for the sole 
purpose of establishing the rule of the Roman Catholic Church over 
the country of Mexico--

Is there anything in that re olution in conflict with tlle evi
dence I have presented? 

Whereas this country as a Nation can have no interest in the in
ternal affairs of Uexlco ; and 

Whereas a United States Senator, one J. THOMAS HEFLIX, of Ala
bama, has had the wisdom and courage to understand the situation and 
denounce the scheme on the fioor of the Senate : Therefore let it be 

Regolved, That thil! organization, composed of sev_eral hundred women, 
hereby express our gratitude and appreciation to Senator HEFLIN !or 
his public stand on this matter and for the masterly and inspiring 
address made by hi.m: and recorded in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD; and 
let it be further 
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Resol·r:ed, That a copy of this resolution be placed upon the minutes 

of this m<>eting and a copy be mailed to Senator IIEFLIN. 

And so forth. 
Betsy Ross Club. 

Is not that a good old American name? It was Betsy Ross 
who cut the pattern of the flag. George Washington seeking a 
banner to be borne in lJattle, wanting a design for a flag, some 
suggested a beast of prey--a lion, a bear, or some other ferocious 
animal-but none of these represented the lofty purpose and 
ideals of those who were staking their all for liberty; and a 
small voice told Washington to look up. He lifted his eyes 
toward the sky, the land of the stars. God gave him a vision 
of heayenly blue with stars peeping through; of rainbow bars
golden stars. Washington sketched the vision and Betsy Ross 
made t11e Stars and Stripes. Flag of our country, flag of our 
Union, representing liberty, freedom of speech, freedom of press, 
free American institutions, all. 

There is not room enough here for the Roman Catholic 
clergy and the Roman Catholic hierarchy if they hold allegiance 
to the Pope of Rome. That flag must never be used as a banner 
in unttle to further the cause of the Roman Catholic Church. 

Se1:ators you are going to hear from this issue in America. 
A , eeret, behind-closed-door proceeding hatching out a war in 
a R£.·publican committee room and none of the proceedings pub
lished, everything kept hidden; the Knights of Columbus flood
ing the country with theil· pamphlets aJ!d just ready to sound 
the call to arms when we stopped them by our righteous pro
test in the open Senate ! Senators, you know that is true. I 
am getting thou and'S of letters from all over the Nation say
ing that the fight we made here stopped this wa·r. So, Mr. 
President, you can understand how and why they hate me: It 
is because I have led the fight; because I knew of that Kmghts 
of Columbus resolution, and I am the man who brought it to this 
floor. Therefore they have leveled their guns on me; they 
have written untruthful stories about me; they have attacked 
and slandered me from one end of this country to the other. 
Why? Because I interfered with the war program of the Pope, 
because I exposed the efforts of the Knights of Columbus to 
involve my country in war. Is there any getting away from 
that fact? There is not. 

What else, Mr. President? The intemperate and vicious 
attacks made upon me by the Roman Catholic press and Roman 
Catholic priests for exposing the miserable Mexican-war scheme 
of the Knights of Columbus have convinced me of two things
first, that they are the most narrow-minded, intolerant, bigoted 
people in the United States, and that they place their allegiance 
to the Roman Catholic hierarchy above their allegiance to the 
United States. Instead of discussing my position in a calm 
and dispassionate way and undertaking to answer my argu
ments with facts, they assail me in the most undignified, 
vicious, and insulting language they can employ. They seem 
also to be trying to tefrorize other American Senators by show
ing them how dangerous it is for any Senator to incur the dis
pleasure of the Roman Catholic hierarchy. That is surely the 
purpose of it, Mr. President. 

I repeat, from one end of the country to the other they have 
attacked me most viciously; they have mailed their venomous 
attacks to other Senators for the purpose of letting them know 
that if anyone of them ever dares to speak in the American 
Senate against the program and purposes of the Pope the 
Roman Catholic press and priests will vilify and slander them 
just as they have vilified and slandered me. Their attitude 
in this matter shows that they are in no sense governed by 
the spirit of justice and fair play; that the welfare of this 
country is not the thing uppermost in their minds; that they 
would, if they had the power, deny to me or to any other 
American Senator the right to stand here and discuss and 
expose the efforts of certain Roman Catholics to involve the 
United States in war. They have misrepresented and slan
dered me in the Catholic press and in near-Catholic papers 
which they control, and here in the twentieth century, in free 
America, a Roman Catholic priest in the Senate gallery hissed 
me while I was speaking in the Senate of the United States. 
Couple that, if you please, with the star-chamber proceeding 
in the House committee, the hearings of which were never 
printed, with the threats to take my life that have emanated 
from Roman Catholics. Think of a Catholic priest hissing a 
United States Senator in the American Senate-all this under 
Republican rule--for daring to tell the truth about the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy, and another Roman Catholic priest, a vil
lainous little counterfeit of a man up in New York by the name 
of Belford, suggesting that they hire a thug and attack me and 
" beat me up," to use his language! 

Senators, I want you to get in your minds the intemperate, 
intolerant, and vicious spirit that is in those people. I want 

you to get their viewpoint for a minute--how hatE.'fn1, how 
mh;erably mean and venomous they are toward a man who will 
dare to speak out against their purposes in the United StateH. 
That is all they have against me. If I were as friendly and 
useful to them as the S~:>nator from Maryland and the Senator 
from Missom·i they would praise me, just as they praise them. 
Since this controversy has arisen I have denounced their tiD
American conduct. I have dared to oppot-le their fixed purpose 
to plunge my country into war. I ha-ve shown the Senate, as I 
am showing the country, that this was a Roman Catholic move 
from the outset. 

I inquire again who was it that was sending these telegrams 
to the committee that are incorporated in the fltenogravhie 
report of the hearing? Ronwn Catholics; Catholic societie:::; 
and Catholic priests. Who iutroduced the war resolution in 
the House? A Roman Catholic Member of Congre:-;s. Who 
passed the war-promoting resolution at Philadelplliu? Roman 
Catholics ; Knights of Columbus. Who was it that pronounced 
his blessing upon the good E-ffect it was having urnollgl"t 
Protestants? Bishop Daugherty, a Homan Catholic. There 
you are; and yet they try to deceive the public into IJE.'lieving 
that I have misrepresented the facts. I 1·ead: 

It ie highly encouraging to note that the FedE'rated Council ot 
Churches in the United States (Protestant) has gone on record ngain ·t 
applying undue pressure on Mexico; ami that th<' AmE'rican F'ederation 
of Labor, through its president, William GrPPn, bas exprE'SHed tbe 
wish tbat tbe United States "will not play the part of nn impel'inl
istic autocrat in its relations with Latin-American countrlE's, but will 
prove itself to be, by practice and precept, an advocate antl proponent 
of self-government and democrntic freedom," and that all over our 
land many of our best and finest men and women h:n·e alreau~· pro
tested aga.lnst the coercion of Mexico. 

Am I doing anything wrong in reading that? Following all 
those messages about the Roman Catholic religion in Mexico, 
should I not bring to tlie knowledge of the Senate aud the 
country the fact that the Protestant people and the Jewi:;;ll 
people of this Nation a1·e against this in~idious movement to 
involve us in war with Mexico? 

Here is a little sheet I want to read to you. I want the boys 
in the press gallery to hear this, especially those who are still 
free to act as real Americans, who have no foreign attach
ments, who are at liberty to write as American citizens writing 
to an American paper, giving the truth to American people 
about an American question. I am now talking particularly to 
them. 

You know I read a letter here from a gentleman in Baltimore, 
in which be said that his old friend who had been a newspaper 
man had read a number of Roman Catholic newspapers and 
said. "They have passed the word to the chain of Roman Cath
olic papers to go after HEFLIN," and what do you reckon these 
Roman Catholic press fellows did? Why, they came back and 
said there was no such thing. Now, I will give you the proof 
showing that there is a Roman Catholic press in the United 
States. Listen to this : 

Newspaper men generally are not aware that any chain of Catholic 
newspapers exist. 

·well, now, let us see al.Jout that. 
[From the Catholic Press] 

ARMED RESISTANCE BY MEXICA~ CATHOLICS DECLARED LEGITUU.TI!l 

Ro:uE, January 24.-Mexican prelates now in Rome have consurted 
with professors of theology of tbe Society of Je.sus at the Gt·egorian 
University and of the Dominican Orcler at Angelico College about armed 
opposition to the Government in Mexico as it affects Catholics. 

They have gone to Rome to consult the Pope of Rome, way off 
in another country, far from Mexico ; they have gone to ee him 
to ask him about armed resistance in a country and against a 
Government that this Government has recognized and is trying 
to help get on its feet. 

Listen: 

These professors unanimously declared such opposition to be legiti
mate, and even dutiful defense, because there is in question un order 
of extermination issued by President Calles against tbe Catholic 
religion, for which there is no other remedy than armed defense. 

That is from the same paper. Now, what about the Catholic 
press? 

It can be safely asserted that tbe Catholic press alone presents to 
the public the full and accurate story of those happenings which, in 
various nations, affect profoundly the interests of the Catholic Church 
and the welfare of her members. A pertinent illustration ot the spe
cific service which the Catholic press has rendered in this respect is 
seen in the present Mexican situation. 

l 
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- How is that, Senators? 

Practically the only agency to place before the American people the 
facts about Mexico has been the Catholic press. 

Where are those n~wspapers who said that they did not have 
a ·Roman Catholic press in the United States? And this article 
is from a Roman Cathol.ic, in the 08.tholic press. 

lle continues: 
A jnst appreciation of the work of the Catholic press is now possible 

through the statements of the Secretary of State of the United 
States before the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. Who, after 
reading the momentous declarations of Secretary Kellogg, can doubt 
that the radical forces in Mexico, now warring against the church, 
are one in sentiment and purpose with those in other countries whose 
objective haS' been the destruction of all religion 't 

It is a Roman Catholic religious question ; and now he is 
hinting that they have even got the ear of Secretary Kellogg, 
that even he is being influenced by the Catholic press. 

Listen to this, Senators: 
Nevertheless, until the Aecretary made his statement, the average 

reader of our secular newspapers had little or no notion of the 
I'adically anti-Christian policy being pursued in Mexico by the present 
rulers. 

·Listen to this : 
One would think they could wait lll!til evidence Is available, or per

haps they refuse to be happy unless there is a red menace to play 
with 1 We have in mind the renewed firebrand waved by Congressman 
GALLIVAN. • • 

Here is another interesting statement, in view of the. fact 
that we have exposed the efforts of the Knjghts of Columbus 
to involve us in war with Mexico: 

CoLUMBUS, GA., Wednesday, January 19, 1927.-The Knights of Co
lumbus campaign against radicali m 1s in full swing. Mr. Collins is 
one of many noted writers and lectm-ers now on the platform in the 
campaign. Three million booklets setting forth facts about Mexico 
have been printed and are now being distributed in North and South 
America. Three million more booklets are 1n preparation. The Knights 
of Columbus pledged themselves at their supreme convention in Phila
delphia to pursue this campaign against sovietism in America. 

The campaign they are making is against Mexico and the 
policies of the President of the l\Iexican Republic. 

Here is one from tbe Duluth News-Tribune: 
We don't owe them [the Roman Catholics] a war. 
Here is the note the gentleman who mailed me that \Vl'ote. 

Listen to this : 
Not only has the Catholic press kept the Catholics of Ameriea. 

lntormed about Mexico anu other counb'ies wbexe the church is suJI'er
lng, but it has a part in other praiseworthy movements. 

Could it be possible, that on account of Mr. Doheny, who is a Roman 
Catholic, who has refused to comply with the MexJcan oil laws, thereby 
aiding his (Roman Catholic) chm-ch in getting the United States 

- involved in the issue which the Knights of Columbus are pushing? Here is another squib from the same sheet : 
In February the Catholtc press with the indorsement 

See culls to you for support and cooperation. 
of the · Holy To a man up the tree it looks very much so, since he holds 46 per cent 

of the unsettled or noncompliance oil interests with the Mexican Laws. 

This is from the Morning Star, official journal of the arch
diocese of New Orleans and the diocese of Savannah, New 
Orleans, La., February 5, 1927. · 

Do you need any more proof to show that there is a Roman 
Catholic press, and that Roman Catholic press is now hot on 
my trail? But, Mr. President, _ every attack they make upon 
me is testimony to the loyalty of my service to my flag and my 
country. Every attack tbey make upon me is proof that I am 
interfering with their insidious, un-American movements. 
Every villainous attack they make against me is proof of my 
undivided loyalty to the Government of the United States, and 
that is more than they can say. 

What else? 
Here is the Universe Bulletin, Roman Catholic, July 21. This 

is published in Cleveland, Ohio. 
Random remarks by L. G. W. 

He says: 
These are exciting days in the United States Senate, from the fear 

of intervention first in Nicaragua and then in Mexico. * Sena
tor HEFLIN, 1n charging that the Catholics of olll' country wanted war 
agu.inst Mexico, relying for his proofs upon the strongest paragraphs 
In the. Knights of Columbus resolution and anonymous letters, was left 
unaided to fight his battles. Six Senators of his own party assailed 
him and his statements, three Catholics and three non-Catholics. 

I invite you, Senators, to watch the political course of all 
these Senators in the future. The loyal, upstanding, intelligent 
American people will not tolerate any trifling or uncouth deal
ing with this Roman Catholic hierarchy that I have exposed in 
this body. Just remember my statement aboUt that. 

There is no denying-

Now, get this language, Senators, from this same Universe 
Bulletin, Roman Catholic-

There is no denying the fact that the resolutions and attitude of the 
Knights of Columbus convention looked threatening. and explanation 
and denial has been the order of the day ever since. 

Yet the head of the Knights of Columbus, l\Ir. Flaherty, 
stated, over his sign~ure, in a press dispatch that went 
throughout the country, that no such purpose was in that 
Knights of Columbus resolution, and no suggestion of interven
tion; and here is one of his own flock saying that it was threat
ening, and that they have been put on the defensive ever since. 

Let the laity take a lesson from the hierarchy. Take more time pr~ 
paring resolutions and you will need less time for later explanations. 

Do you get that, Senators? 
To have erred is no disgrace. To insist that there was not the slightest 

en·or in the Knights of Columbus resolution is to claim infallibility. 

Now listen-the same writer: 
How dllferent ~e these advanced soeiologlcal views, consistent with 

Leo XIII's encyclicals, with the views expressed by other coreligioniats 
who scramble to be f:n the very torefront of the .red scare. 

Mr. President, there is no escape n·om the fact that the 
Roman Catholic question is one of the big questions in this 
Mexican controversy. Here is a statement from the New York 
Times, mailed to me by a friend, telling why a Catholic priest 
quit the Knights of Columbus, and which one do you suppose 
he iS? He is the poor, miserable, intellectually impoverished 
priest who wrote the letter suggesting that a thug sllould be 
hired to attack me. He is Priest Belford, and here is what be 
says: 

I withdrew from the Knights of Columbus many years ago because 
of this obnoxious practice. This situation was one which seemed to 
leave no other course open. I knew for a certainty that a prominent 
officer. of the -organization was using his position to advance himself 
politically and demanded that he be brought to trial.' 

The trial was ordered. I had two witness, but this man was so 
strongly intrenched that he indu.eed the employers of both these 
witnesses to threaten to discharge them if they testified. Thereupon 
I tendered my resignation. 

That gives you an idea of the tremendous power of that 
organization. There is a Roman Catholic priest who said a..ud 
was ready to prove that be had caught them red-handed in 
wrongdoing, this secret fraternal Christian orqer of the Roman 
Catholics, and when he forced them to trial the Roman Catho
lic hierarchy got busy. The word was passed around, Catholic 
influence was brought to bear, and the two witnes es who were 
ready to swear and tell the truth were threatened and fright
ened by those who employed them and paid them their wages. 
They made them back off and decline to stand up and tell the 
truth, and this miserable specimen of humanity, a Roman 
Catholic priest, gives that as his reason for quitting the ordex·. 
If one of his type can not stand for the Knights of Columbus 
conduct, what about those of the more decent type? I read 
again ~bout the Knights of Columbus in Philadelphia ~ 

[From the Chicago Tribune, 1926] 

POPlD CONFERS 0.:-1 CRISIS IN MEXICAN CHURCH-DISAPPOINTMEl~T OYER 

UNITED STATES llETICE:YClil 

. (By John Clayton, Chicago Tribune Press Service) 
The Mexican Catholics are greatly disappointed by their failure to 

receive assistance from the United States. 

Senators, do you get the significance of that language? Let 
me read it again : 

The Mexican Catholics are greatly disappointed by their failure to 
receive a sistance from the United States. They feel that Washington 
is supporting the Calles g~vernment in its fight against the church. 

That show.s that they were expecting favorable results from 
the activities of the Knights of Columbus in the United States. 
I am disclosing some astounding facts to you Senato~s. and they 
will be more astounding to the intelligent, patriotic citizens of 
tlle country, many of whom have not the slightest conception 
of what we are up against here in the Nation's Capital in 
keeping this country out of war. Anybody who has any in
telligence knows that th~ traP. ~ being ~;~et, the stage is being 
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fixed the fireworks are almost ready to be set off "in Nicaragua. 
War' with Mexico by way of NicaTagua. Let the President 
beware! Let the American people write to him and m·ite to 
their Members of Congress urging them to be on gu~rd against 
the insiduous effort to plunge our cotmtry into war. Listen to 
this: 

Rome awaits new pronouncement from the Vatican on Mexican 
affairs. 

Well it is none of our business in the United States, is it, 
what they do amongst themselves over there regarding the 
Roman Catholic Church? 

Mr. President one of the witnesses before that Roman 
• Catholic hearing'in the House, a mother superior, I believe they 

called her testified that Mr. Sheffield, the ambassador from our 
country t~ Mexico, seemed to be in sympathy with her and 
what she was saying, but his hands seemed to be . tied, and 
that she could say more than he was willing to say; but that 
when she left he told her to go back to the United States 
and tell what she knew, and to speak long and loud. 

Now I want to ask the question which I asked here once 
before.' Is Mr. Sheffield in sympathy with this Roman Catholic 
moyement to involve our country in war with Mexico? I am 
going to cite you to two instances whic~ seem to show that he 
is to some extent. Just before that Kmghts of Columbuj:J con
vention met at Philadelphia, August 5, 1926, when Roman 
Catholic newspaper correspondents from this country were over 
in Mexico to write articles for American papers to get the 
American mind ready for the movement launched by the 
Knights of Columbus in Philadelphia, what happened? An 
article appearing in the Chicago Tribune, telling about what 
was going on over there, about what the notes contain that 
have passed from our Government to the Mexican Government, 
showing a familiarity with them, ~hi~gs that . nobody had a 
rioobt to know except those on the mmde of this Government. 
That article appeared on the 8th of August, just after _this 
resolution of the Knights of Columbus was passed on the 5th, 
and following these disclosures, whooping up war with Mexico, 
denouncing- the Mexican Government, seeking to inflame the 
American mind. And then in a few days, - on the 13th of 
August, Mr. Sheffield left Mexico for Washington, just after 
the resolution was passed at Philadelphia, and just after these 
suo-gestions of inside information came out from Mexico on the 
8th of August, 1926. All of these things happened within the 
same week. Is not that a little strange? 

1\Ir. WADSWORTH. 1\:Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from New York? 
l\Ir. HEFLIN. I yield for a question. 
l\Ir. \VADSWORTH. Do I understand the Senator from 

Alabama states that the American ambassador to Mexico, Mr. 
James R. Sheffield, has been a part of a plan to encourage 
propaganda in this country? 

1\Ir. HEFLIN. I do not know; I am just submitting the 
facts as I find them. 

1\Ir. WADSWORTH. The Senator just said that he was a 
part of a plan, and linked his name in that utterance. 

1\Ir. HEFLIN. Well, what of it? 
Mr. " ' ADS WORTH. I want the Senator to be frank about 

it. Does he believe, or does he intend the Senate to believe, 
eithe1· by a direct statement or by innuendo, that the American 
ambassador to Mexico has been a part of this plan? 

1\Ir. HEFLIN. I am going to be frank with the able and 
distinguished Senator from -New York. I think that Mr. Shef
field has listened a little too much to their propaganda and 
that he has encouraged them somehow to feel that he was in 
sympathy with what they were trying to do. I am afraid 
that he is not as strongly opposed to war with 1\Iexico as the 
American people are and would like for him to be. That is 
my position. 

1\Ir. WADSWORTH. That is all by inference, is it not? 
~Ir. HEFLIN. That is my judgment, and I am telling the 

Senator that I am giving the facts that I am basing that judg
ment upon. I am telling the Senate what occurred in the 
House hearings, what appeared in these newspaper articles, 
whttt the notes between the two governments contained. How 
did that Chicago newspaper man know unless Mr. Sheffield 
told him? . 

Mr. W ADSWORTB. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield for a question, and then I do not want 

to yield any more. I have been speaking at great length and I 
want to get through. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I shall not object at all when the Senu.
tor gets through. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am satisfied the- Senator will not. · The 
Senator is in the same situation with a handful of others that 
I could mention. 

Mr. W .ADSWORTH. Will the Senator yield to me to make 
a statement concerning the American ambassador to Mexico? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Not now. I would rather the Senator would 
make it in his own time--

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator declines to 
yield. -

Mr. HEFLIN. Because I have been speaking for more than 
two hours already and I am anxious to get these facts into the 
RECORD so that the American people can know the truth. · I 
want the whole truth to appear in the RECORD and I am willing 
to let the American people decide for themselves. I do say that 
I think that the Secretary of State, Mr. Kellogg, became in
fluenced somehow by this propaganda of the Knights of Colum
bus and the Roman Catholic hierarchy. I do not say cor
ruptly, of course, but that somehow they got h~ to wobbling 
on the Mexican subject, I say that because nght after the 
Knights of Columbus met at Philadelphia and passed theit· 
resolution about Me-xico he gave out a statement saying there 
was no excuse for severing diplomatic relations, and that all 
that talk about religious persecution was false. 

About the tinle I got into this debate in the Senate he seemed 
to have changed his position and was wobbling considerably, and 
his conduct was being criticized severely by the brave and able 
American Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH], and other people 
through the country were taking Mr. Kellogg to task. They 
were condemning him because he seemed to be wobbling. and 
the New York World, in the Senator's own State, published an 
editorial severely arraigning Mr. Kellogg and saying that this 
old man was about to blunder into _war. This is a matter in 
which the American people ar~ vitally interested. Mr. Sheffield 
is their servant. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President-
Mr. HElr'LIN. Mr. Sheffield is not a king. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. -He is an honorable American gentle

man--
Mr. HEFLIN. Be may be. I am not saying that he is not. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. · As I happen to ·know; and for one, as 

his friend and fellow citizen in the State of New York, I resent 
the innuendo that he has been faithless to his trust by divulg
ing confidential dispatches, as the Senator has sought to make 
the Senate and the public believe. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not know whether he bas disclosed them 
or not. 

Mr. WADS WORTH. The Senator has said he does not know, 
but he is insinuating that he has done so. 

Mr. HEFLIN. If it be an insinuation, I insinuate it again ; 
and the Senator from New York can not by what he has said 
change my opinion. Sheffield's conduct speaks for itself. If 
what I have heard is true, he has wobbled; and I believe that 
he has been flirted with and that he has grown weaker on the 
subject. I am frank to say that hi,s coming to Washington at 
the time all of this Mexican war propaganda was being turned 
loose in such a rush last August on America does not look good 
for Mr. Sheffield. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. He was sent for-
Mr. HEFLIN. Yes. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. By his chief, the President. 
1\lr. HEFLIN. All right. Whether he was sent for or not, 

he came at that particular time and he came here right after 
all that; but it was after 1\lr. Kellogg had made the statement 
that there was no truth in' the tale of religious persecution, 
that there was no reason to sever diplomatic relations with 
:Mexico as the Knights of Columbus had demanded. Yet a 
newspaper correspondent of the Chicago Tribune told in his 
statement, sent all over the countl•y by the Knights of Columbus, 
about many things that nobody here knew, not even Members 
of the United States Senate. I talked to other Senators about 
it. I never knew about the things stated in that war-breeding 
newspaper article Eent out by the Knights of Columbus. 

He wrote an article setting forth things, if true, that belonged 
only to the diplomatic agencies of the Government. The article 
was an inspired effort to stir up a war spirit in America toward 
Mexico, and we do not want any war with Mexico. It has been 
eight months or more since that wild story was written, and 
the situation is not . really serious yet. 

This lady who testified before the committee said that Mr. 
Sheffield impressed her that he wanted to say more, but he 
dared not, and that he told her to go to the United States 
and speak long and loud. What was that for? She was com
plaining about our policy toward the Government of Mexico. 
She was strong against the Government of Mexico.. She was 
protesting against Calles and his regime, and our ambassador 
impressed her that he was in sympathy with her position and 
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-told her to come back to the United States and speak long and 
loud. What does that mean if it does not mean encourage
ment to the Roman Catholic attack upon the Mexican Govern
ment already recognized by the Government of the . United 
States? 

No; the Senator from New York can not intimidate me or 
break the line of my argument on this subject. 

The Senator from New York is situated like two or three 
other Senators here. The Senator from New York has already 
gone up against the papal machine in New York. The Senator 
knows perhaps that the Roman Catholic Archbishop Hayes in 
New York absolutely controls all of the Republican Catholics 
and Democratic Catholics in the State, and whatever he says 
goes, even against a personally very clever fellow like the 
Senator from New York-and he is an able and clever Senator 
even if he did get excited this afternoon on the Catholic situa
tion when I mentioned his friend Sheffield. I will say this: 
Th.e Senator is one of the most popular Republicans that ever 
came to the Senate from the State of New York. But when AI 
Smith was in the race for reelection for governor and the 
machine that I have spoken of was working, the Senator went 
down, and he went down before an avalanche of those ballots. 
They never supported him. Oh, no ; he is a Protestant. They 
are going to do the same thing to the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. CoPELAND] when he comes up for reelection. They 
are going to put the touch of their dreamless slumber to his 
eyelids and he will fall asleep. So you can try to please them 
all you can, but your days are numbered. 

Let me read from the Catholic Union and Times, of Buffalo, 
·N. Y., January 22, 1927, an editorial: 

It is reported that Calles is anxious to arbitrate his difficulties with 
the United States. That is a strange statement, if it is true. Calles 
·was unwilling to arbitrate his difficulties with the Catholic Church 
in Mexico. 

Is the Roman Catholic Church a government in the sense 
that the United States is a Government? 

Who said this was not largely a Catholic religious issue from 
the outset? Who charged me with bringing a religious issue 
into this body? The Senator from Maryland [Mr. BRUCE] and 

· the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. Here is this editorial 
writer for the Catholics saying that the President of Mexico 
would not arbitrate a question with the Roman Catholic hier
archy in Mexico. The Roman Catholic situation in Mexico was 
the thing uppermost in his mind. 

Why? Is it because Calles fears that the United States will send 
armed forces into Central America? Presumably so. But the State 
Department will have to move cautiously in arbitrating whatever dif
ferences exist with the Mexican Government. 

Let me read further : 
It is either a case of stalling for more time, knowing the impatience 

of the State Department, or it is a case where Calles hopes by media
tion to elicit sympathy and support from other quarters. Arbitration 
will simply defer the date--

Listen to this, Senators. I am going to express another 
opinion for the Senator from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH] to 
think about. I am going to make the suggestion that I belieYe 
somebody has encouraged the Knights of Columbus and the 
Roman Catholic clergy to believe that we would intervene in 
l\Iexico some time this year or early in the spring or summer 
of next year. I want Senators to listen to this reading, and 
see whether there is reason for my statement. I have nrged 
that we settle our differences by arbitration. This is an 
editorial from the Roman Catholic Union and Times of Buffalo, 
N.Y.: 

Arbitration will simply defer the date when the United States will 
have to intervene in Mexican aft'airs. 

Listen to this, Senators: 
Now it is Mr. Coolidge's turn to clean Mexico of governmental 

banilitry. He knows that it will have to be done. Every thinking 
man knows it. How well he does the work " cut out for him " remains 
to be seen. 

Think of that, Senators. Ah, there is a heap of meaning in 
that last sentence and a political threat hid away behind it. 
I will read it to you again : 

How well he does the work " cut out for him " remains to be seen. 

Who cut out that work? How many Roman Catholics were 
in motion when that war-promoting resolution was put before 
the Renublican committee of the Republican House? Two 
million, the priest from Washington said. How many Roman 
Catholic society members were indorsing that resolution? One 
million six hundred thousand, they claimed. How many Roman 
Catholic Knights of Columbus were !ef!_dy to go out and give 

aid to the Knights of Columbus of Mexico? Eight hundred 
thousand, the Knights of Columbus said. I will read that sen
tence again, because it is full of deep meaning: 

How well he, the President, does the work "cut out for him" remains 
to be seen. 

Listen! 
Will he consent to a.rbltrate? 

Listen! 
We believe not. Unless he has in mind to will a "bad penny to a 

future administration." 

There, couched in cunning and clever language, is a threat 
against President Coolidge that if he does not go to war with 
Mexico he will not get the vote of the Roman Catholic Church. 
Is the President of the United States ready to do the work 
"cut out for him" by the Roman Catholics, or is he going 
to get out of the way and permit somebody else to be elected 
President? That is the implied threat. There it is in plain 
language. Let the people think seriously and then think again. 
I read it again : 

Unless he has in mind to will a " bad penny to a future administra
tion." So far Mr. Coolidge bas not been "a buck pas er." 

What does "that " mean? Does it mean that there is still 
hope that Mr. Coolidge will come through? Do they, because of 
"something/' still hope that he will intervene and go to war 
with Mexico? Strange to say, this Roman Catholic paper still 
expresses the hope, after making the threat that unless he 
does the work "cut out for him," another administration will 
succeed him. 

Senators, there are so many pertinent things in this case 
that no man can read or discuss .them all in the course of any 
one speech, and I fear I shall have to conclude my remarks at 
some future time. 

On August 16 Mr. Kellogg made a statement, and this was 
after the Knights of Columbus resolution was passed at Phila
delpb.ia on August 5. This was after the blood-curdling stories 
were published throughout the Nation by the Mexican cor
respondent inspired by the Roman Catholic hierarchy and after 
Mr. Sheffield came to Washington. Mr. Kellogg made this sig
nificant statement on August 16, 1926 : 

Paul Smiths, N. Y., August 16. 

Up there in New York at the President's summer camp, · where 
the President was hobnobbing with AI Smith, a " top-notch " 
Roman Catholic and Governor of the State of New York ....... 
" Cal and Al "-it will be remembered that they were up there 
fishing together when the President presented AI Smith with 
a 3-pound fish, some little " squirrel-beaded " correspondent 
here said that I said the President had bought and bribed "Al" 
with a fish. 

I never said anything of the kind, and that little pen pusher 
knew he was telling something that was not true, and yet 
that is what he said, which shows that they are after me. 
They will tell anything they can think up on me, and they have 
gotten the honest and patriotic American people to where they 
would not even believe the truth if told on me. Listen to this
it is from the Washington Post of August 17, 1926. It knocks 
down and tramples in the dust the Knights of Columbus resolu
tion passed at Philadelphia : 

One of the developments is said to ha~·e been a statement by Secre
tary Kellogg positively assuring the President that "no Americans 
have su!l'ered indignities or injuries in person or property as a result 
of the dispossession and expulsion decrees against the clergy of Mexico 
and other measures for the regulation of worship carried into effect by 
the Calles government " 

So, Mr. President, after all of this grandstand play, after 'the 
star chamber proceedings in the Republican House committee, 
after flooding the committee with these false reports about 
Mexican conditions, after the passage of the Roman Catholic 
war-inspiring resolution by the Knights of Columbus, and after 
the coming of Mr. Sheffield to the Capital, the Secretary of 
State issued a state~ent saying that there is " no truth in the 
talk about religious persecution." 

In view of that strong statement and in view of the conduct 
of the Secretary of State between the 1st and 14th of January, 
I am justified in saying that the Secretary of State wobbled, 
because be seemed in his recent meanderings to be trying to 
pacify the Roman Catholic hierarchy of the United States. He 
seemed to be listening to the tales told by the Roman Catholic 
clergy. It seems that be was being influenced by the periodical 
circulated throughout the country called "Red Mexico," issued 
by the Roman Catholic Knights of Columbus. Am I not justi
fied in drawip.g that ~onclusion? I think I am, and I have 
drawn it. 
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I read further Mr. Kellogg's statement last August: 
In some cases the alleged victims were found not to suffer injury in 

person or property, while in others the clergymen and teachers who 
had suffered indignities were found to be other than American citizens. 

So, according to Mr. Kellogg, there was no occasion at all for 
us to intervene or to marshal our Army and go across the 
Mexican border to engage in a long, unjustified, and bloody war. 

Now, listen to this, because I want the people of America to 
have the whole story: 

:Mr. Kellogg now informs the President, in effect, that " the Knights 
of Columbus appeal lacks the foundation claimed for it." 

Do you get that, American Senators? Listen: 
It is also expected that James A. Flaherty, supreme knight of the 

Catholic order, will lose no time in coming here to appeal from Secre
tary Kellogg to the President. Mr. Flaherty originally asked for an 
appointment with · the President here for the purpose of presenting 
formally the demands of the knights adopted at Philadelphia. 

Do you get the force of that, Senators? Not the request of 
the knights, not the plan of the knights, not the petition of 
the knights, but the " demand " of the Roman Catholic Knights 
of Columbus. He wanted to present that demand in person at 
once, yet I am criticized by the Senator from Maryland [1\Ir. 
BRUCE] and the Senator from Missouri [1\Ir. REED] for injecting 
a 1·eligious question into this body, when the whole thing has 
been a Roman Catholic religious movement from the start. The 
resolutions and the telegrams and the letters I have read and 
the resolution of the Knights of Columbus of Maryland, all set 
out that it grows out of and is related to the persecution of 
the Roman Catholic Church in 1\Iexico. 

Again that article says : 
Mr. Flaherty, bead of the Knights of Columbus, was informed that 

his proper course would be to present the resolution of the Knights 
of Columbus to Secretary Kellogg and discuss the situation with him. 
Then, if :Mr. Flaherty was not entirely satisfied with his conference 
with Mr. Kellogg, he was informed he could come here and the Presi
dent would be glad to receive him. 

So the whole farcical and infamous business went up in smoke 
for the time being. And the active agencies were mad and sore. 
These Roman Catholic Knights of Columbus did not want to 
stop with the Secretary of State, but they demanded an im
mediate audience with the President-to do what? To lay be
fore him the "demand" of 800,000 Roman Catholic Knights of 
Columbus in the United States. Senators, I hope it will be a 

· long time before another such movement as tliis is attempted 
in the United States, and I want to see more courage get into 
the backbones of supposed-to-be American Senators here. I 
know, perhaps, that two-thirds of them have told me in private 
that they indorse my course; but the time has come to stand 
up and speak out. Let the American people know where we all 
stand. This country, I repeat, is not to be forced into war 
for any religious denomination. 

Here is a newspaper article from little Bobby Barry. He 
occupies a place here in the press gallery, I think. Bobby has 
got some Roman Catholic attachments also, so I have been told. 
I do not know exactly under which one of the classes he comes, 
but I described them all in the outset. Now, listen to what 
he says. Senators probably recall--of course, YOl! do not-how 
much gloom there was in Washington when I told the Senate 
and the country about the effort of the Knights of Columbus 
to get us in war with Mexico. Was there any objection on the 
part of Americans? Well, you will be amused by the article 
that I am now going to read to you. 

WASHINGTON, January 19.-Dismay in Washington over Senator 
HEFLIN'S selection of religious bigotry as inspiration of the latest 
of his senatorial tirades is tempered by the fact that the worst public 
spanking ever administered to him was at the hands of his "Democratic 
colleagues.'' 

Who were " they " who responded to the call of the " Roman 
Catholic hierarchy "? Take their names and remember them. I 
mean those who bitterly criticized me. Some of the truest and 

of religionists, " You can not use this country for such a pur
pose." 

I do not fear their opposition. I welcome it. They have 
already started their campaign against me in Alabama. They 
are sending their articles to Alabama now and are having them 
reproduced in Roman Catholic controlled newspapers. They 
are belittling me; they are nagging at me; they are misrepre
senting me; they are slandering me ; they ar~ vilifying me in 
every way that they can, but they are not hurting me. I can 
beat any candidate in my State, if I am living, that they can put 
up against me; I do not care who he is. I am not boasting when 
I say that'; but I know in my heart that I speak the language 
of nine-tenths of the people of my State. 

They are with me because they are red-blooded Americans· 
they are 100 per cent Americans; they are not intolerant toward 
any religion, but I want to tell Senators if what I have ex
perienced with the Roman Catholic clergy and the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy is a sample of what the Roman Catholic 
Church is doing in the United States we have got to meet ·the 
issue. 

Take Dubuque, Iowa, a community in which the Catholics 
have a small majority. They used to control half the board 
operating the public schools and the Protestants controlled 
the other half, but rec~ntly the Catholics took five out of 
the seven, turned out the Protestant teachers and put Cath
olic teachers in their places; and the Catholic members of 
the board did not even send their children to the public schools · 
they sent them to the parochial Catholic schools ; and yet they 
are governing public schools to which the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy is deadly. opposed. They hate the public-school sys
tem of the United States. We have that situation in this 
country. I did not know that until a patriarch from out there 
wrote me and gave me the facts about the situation. He said: 

Senator, you have uncovered a condition that should have the atten
tion of the American people; I have no prejudice against the indi
vidual Catholic; many Catholics are good, clever fellows; but the 
Catholic clergy, the Catholic hierarchy, are deadly enemies of free 
institutions, and they hate the public-school system of the United 
States. Their priests have denounced it. 

I am not going to take the time to read this until to-morrow. 
I have statement after statement from priests and Pope de
nouncing the public-school system. They abhor it; they are at 
war with it ; and, Mr. President, I have here in my files a copy 
of a Roman Catholic periodical published in Chicago by the 
bishop of the Catholic diocense there which contains the most 
vicious attack ever made by anybody against Freemasonry. 

"Freemasonry "-the open road to damnation. 

That is the way this so-called mild-mannered and tolerant group 
refer to organizations that they do not like in the United States. 
They, who claim the right from Almighty God to " direct souls 
to heaven," denounce Freemasonry, an institution that was es
tablished under the inspired word of God. David wanted to 
establish the house of the Lord, which was the birthplace of 
the Masonic fraternity, but God would not permit him to do so 
because he had been a man of war; he had shed human blood; 
but God promised him that his son Solomon should found the 
Masonic fraternity; that he should have a reign of uninter
rupted peace. lle had such a reign, and he set up the Masonic 
order, God bless it, in the temple at Jerusalem over 5,000 years 

. ago. The tenets and principles of that immortal order have 
come down to us by word of mouth. You can not kill that in
stitution; it is a humane institution, the work of the Almighty 
Himself, and yet the Roman Catholic bishops have denounced 
it. Listen at their ignorant and brutal attack: 
(Copied by permission from "Life and Action," Knight Templar Con

clave souvenir number, vol. 11, no. 2) 
CHICAGO, ILL., August, 1910. 

The following article, under the title "Freemasonry," we reproduce 
from the March 26, 1910, issue of the New World, the official organ of 
the Roman Catholic Church for the powerful diocese of Chicago: . 

Reasons are given for the pubfication, as follows: 

best personal friends I have ever had are· here on both sides of We give it place in this special issue of Life and Action for a numbet• 
the Chamber. If Senators could read the letters-between three of important reasons, each and all of which should be of special interest 
and five thousand-which I have received from every State in and definite value to our readers-more especially those who have any 
the Union indorsing the things I have said here they would see thought or consideration for the life Tor death] or future welfare of the 
that the American people--Democrats and Republicans-are Masonic order in this country. Here are some of the reasons that 

.resolved that this country shall not be used as a cat's-paw by impel us: 
the Roman Catholic hierarchy of the United States, and that . 1. Because the article is false from bl'ginning to end. It would be 
its Army shall not be used to carry out the purposes and pro- difficult to conceive of any a_rticle of equal length containing a Iargl'r 
grams of the Roman Catholic Pope. What I am talking into number and Yolume of Ials<>hoods, nor uttered with more destructive 
this RECORD to-day, what I have already said, will be an issue l purpose and intent. 
in every ~e~ator:s race · for reelection until the people · have 2. Because the article was written for and published in the official 
enough men m th1s body to stand up and dare to tell any group organ of the Catholic Chut·ch in Chicago, and represents the position of 
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that great and powerful church toward the Masonic fraternity-not at 
some remote period in the past when the church might plead "igno
rance" as an excuse, but in the immediate present, when it should be 
able to SIJeak. from the fullness of its wisdom and in the spirit of 
truth 

· Mr. President, without taking the time to read it, but I wish 
to read some of the infamous attacks made in this Roman Cath
olic publication. They say : 

But the fact that an unnecessary, unlawful, and immoral oath is 
required-

That is what they say about the Masonic fraternity. 
I am a thirty-second degree Mason, and there is not any

thing but sublimity from the first degree to the last. There 
is not anything except something that is uplifting and en
nobling ; there is not anything except something that con
tributes to patriotism and good citizenship in all those_ degrees. 
It lifts any man higher and higher in the scale of bemg; and 
yet this article denounces it and misrepresents it in the fashion 
which I have indicated. 

• • The fact that an oath is demanded ought to excite the 
suspicions of well-meaning men as to the real and ultimate purposes 
of the oath-bound cult. 

Listen to this : 
The Masonic oath is more sacred than the Bible or the church. 
The Masonic oat h is more sacred than religion or God. 
The Masonic oath is the only absolutely necessary religion. 

Now think of that-that these Roman Catholic bishops and 
priests' are saying that Masons are setting up the Masonic 
fraternity against religious institutions! Every Mason knows 
that that is not true, that it is absolutely false and unfounded. 

The Freemason's duty to the Masonic .. craft" is the highest duty 
of man. 

That is not so and every Mason knows it. There is not a 
single duty in a Mason's obligation or a service in a single 
service in his fraternity that confiicts with the duties of the 
highest and most honorable citizenship-not one. I will say 
this-that it is impossible for anyone, g-entile or Jew, to be a 
good Mason without being a good man and a good citizen. I 
r ecall, Mr. President, what happened with an old Mason in my 
State who was lying on his deathbed. He lifted his feeble 
band and pointed toward a closet and told his wife to bring 
him his old, faded vest. He bad a Masonic badge that he 
wore on the lapel of that vest. He bad worn it there for 
years, it had a brass pin, and be bad worn it there so long 
that the green coloring of the brass pin had considerably 
colored the cloth. He took that vest when his faithful wife 
bad brought it to his bedside, and said: "My dear, I want you 
to take this badge ; and if misfortune ever comes to you, pin 
it on your bosom and call on some Mason and tell him that 
you are in distress, and that your .husband was a Mason." 
And then he said: "My son, I have nothing to leave to you 
of this world's goods. I want you to keep that old worn and 
faded vest, and I want you to look at the green spot made in 
the cloth where the pin was worn. Look at it often for just as 
that old brass pin colored that cloth, the principles of Free
masonry have colored my life and helped me to meet the 
hour that comes to me now. I must leave you, my boy, but 
always remember and point with pride to the fact that your 

. father was a Master Mason." 
And yet this vile Roman Catholic document that I hold in my 

band denounces the great Masonic order. Listen ; it says : 
Does any one of the inferior brethren know who is the bead of 

Freemasonry? Not one! But who can believe that an organization so 
extensive as this could continue to exist withont a head? It is not 
possible to accept that opinion. The ·Masonic " craft " has a head 
undoubtedly. Why, then, is tbe faet always denied and concealed? 

Listen: 

It is because there are very grave considerations which make its 
concealment imperative. 

Listen, Senators: 
By no other means can the venemous serpent which has crawled 

its slimy way to that accursed eminence escape the vengeance of man
kind. The head of the Masonic "craft " is a monster, who, if known, 
could not save himself from the hangman. He would be outlawed in 
any country in the world. 

That comes from this so-called tolerant, temperate, and in
offensive smooth-going Ohristian institution called the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy. 

Listen to this, American Senators: 
As compared with the real Freemasonry, the " black hand " society 

of the Italian Mafia 1s a praiseworthy organization. 

That is enough to read of that vile and lying article. I have 
never in all my life read such a nasty and mean arraignment of 
any Catholic fraternal order by any Protestant or Jewish 
organization. 

American Masons have not bothered very much about the 
Roman Catholic Knights of Columbus. They have let them 
go their way ; but here " they " are in their Roman Catholic 
periodical denouncing the Masonic order, and saying that the 
criminals in the Mafia band are good citizens compared with 
those who make up the great Masonic fraternity of the United 
States. 

Mr. President, George Washington was a Master 1\Iasou. He 
wore his Masonic apron and he used the Masonic trowel when 
he laid the cornerstone of this Capitol. He was worshipful 
master of the Masonic lodge at Alexandria. I have bad the 
honor to address that lodge 15 or 20 times during my service 
in Congress. I have sat in the chair that he occupied as wor
shipful master. I have used the gavel that be used. I have 
had upon the lapel of my coat the insignia that be wore. I 
have seen the paraphernalia that adorned him, great Masonic 
father of his country. Most of his staff in the Continental 
Army during the War of the Revolution were Master Masons. 
·Four-fifths of the brave and undaunted spirits of those who 
signed the Declaration of American Independence were Ma
sons, and history records the fact that only one Roman Catholic 
signed it; and yet in this enlightened day the great :Masonic 
fraternity is traduced and slandered by this Roman Catholic 
magazine. 

Listen to what Washington said about Freemasonry, Sena
tors. This article reads : 

Washington, a master Mason, thoroughly imbued with its broad 
American teachings, said : 

" Freemasonry is a fraternity whose liberal principles are founded 
upon the immutable laws of truth and justice, and whose grand obliga
tion is to promote the happiness of the human race." 

Mr. President, when that sheet of the Roman Catholic dio~ese 
of Chicago attacks Freemasonry in our country it attacks 
one of the most illustrious Masons that ever lived, George 
Washington, first President of the United States. They de
nounce this institution that is so close to the hearts of millions 
of patriotic Americans. Are they contributing by such villian
ous tactics to a closer and more cordial relationship between 
Roman Catholics and Masonic gentiles and Jews? They know 
that the Masonic fraternity.is a whole-hearted, thoroughly loyal 
American institution. They know that it stands with drawn 
sword always on the dividing line twixt church and state, and 
that is why the Roman Catholic hierarchy bates the Masons 
of America. 

The Roman Catholic clergy and the Roman Catholic press cry 
"intolerance" and " religious bigotry " when I bring to the 
attention of the Senate and the country a Roman Catholic con
spiracy to embroil our country in war. Then the Senator from 
Maryland and the Senator from Missouri give voice to the 
same cry in this Chamber and accuse me of injecting religion 
into the Mexican situation. I deny it, and I resent the charge. 
It is not true. I have shown to-day to every man and woman 
of intelligence and common honesty that they injected this 
issue, and not myself. 

The only thing I have done was to uncover and bring to 
light Mexican war propaganda wherever found. In doing that 
I brought forth a Mexican war-promoting resolution passed 
by the Roman Catholic Knights of Columbus of the United 
States. It boldly and arrogantly demanded that this Govern
ment immediately r.bandon its present peaceful policy toward . 
Mexico. 

Let me read you what the great author of the Declaration of 
Independence and the father of the Democratic Party said 
about the Roman Catholic hierarchy. Thomas Jefferson said 
on December 6, 1813 : 

History, I believe, furnishes no example of a priest-ridden people 
maintaining a free civil government. This marks the lowes t grade 
of ignorance, of which their civil as well as religious leaders will 
always a vail themselves for their own purposes. 

I have seen enough since this controversy arose to convince 
me that that is true. For the :il.rst time in my life I ba ve been 
accused of religious prejudice. For the first time in my life 
I have been charged with being a religious bigot. Nobody in 
the State where I was born and reared and in whose soil my 
ancestors sleep ever hinted that I had any religious prejudice 
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at all. I have not, if I know my own heart. There is nothing 
of religious bigotry about me. · 

But, Mr. President, I have learned that if an American 
Senator in the discharge of his duty to his country catches a 
Roman Catholic Knights of Columbus promoting a scheme to 
plunge our country into war and dares to tell it to the .Ameri
can people, he is immediately denounced by the emissaries of 
the Pope of Rome as a "religious bigot." 

Senators recall that when I dared to come in here and Jell 
the truth about the Kn:ghts of Columbus and theil· efforts to 
involve our country in war, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
BRUCE] and the Senator from 1\lissouri [Mr. REED] took the 
side of the Knights of Columbus and accused me of injecting a 
"religious" issue into the controversy and had much to say 
about religious intolerance and religious bigotry. 

1\Ir. President, it will be a long time before these t\vo gentle
men will be able to get a way from and forget the stand they 
took on that occasion. Mark that prediction. There are 
people in Maryland and Missouri who are as brave and true 
American patriots as ever drew the breath of life. They are 
like the loyal, upstanding Americans of my State. I speak 
for the South. Talk about religious bigotry and prejudice! 
We have not got it in the South. It is true that those who 
serve a foreign potentate and hold allegiance to the Pope of 
Rome accuse us of intolerance and religious bigotry, when 
we get in the way of their un-American programs. We will not 
s it by silently and permit the Pope's program to go through 
in the American Senate, where real Americans should sit and 
where real Americans should speak; American statesmen who 

· a1·e not afraid of the underhand and insidious power of the 
·R oman Catholic hierachy here in the United States. 

I have been reminded a number of times that the disclosures 
I have made are exceedingly dangerous for me personally. I 
know it is dangerous. 

It was a Roman Catholic that shot Roosevelt in the 1912 
presidential campaign. Taft was a candidate. Taft had ap
pointed to the Supreme Court bench, as Chief Justice, an able 
man from the South, a Roman Catholic. He had appointed 
him Chief Justice of the United States, and had greatly pleased 
the Roman Catholics ; Taft was a candidate for reelection, and 
Roosevelt was a formidable candidate, and the bullet of a 
Roman Catholic gun brought him down, but it did not kill him. 
Uoosevelt bad offended the Roman Catholic hierarchy. He 
told Archie Butt, who was associated w:th him at the White 
Hou e, that the Roman Catholic Church was out of place in 
the United States; that it could not grow here; that it was 
not in harmony with American institutions; that it could 
grow only by immigration ; and in the campaign against Taft 
be paid for his utterance by being· shot by a Roman Catholic. 

I know it is dangerous. I suppose I am doing a dangerous 
thing now, but I am going to tell you another th~g: Some of 
the citizens of the State of Maryland have pledged me that if 
I was assassinated a number of Roman Catholic priests would 
soddenlY cease to live and that the "political higher-ups " of 
the Roman Catholic faith would be attended to first. 

Mr. President, I am not in favor of using such methods except 
in extreme, nation-wide emergencies, where a great American 
question vital to the welfare of the Nation is at stake and foul 
means have been employed to put out of the way those who 
espouse the cause of their country. Then it becomes the duty 
of every brave American patriot to act. In view of the fact that 
a Roman Catholic tried to kill ex-President Roose'"elt and that 
three Presidents of the United States have been killed by 
Roman Catholics I am going to make this statement on the 
floor of the Senate: If anything happens to me, I want what 
has been written to me from Alabama, Maryland, Texas, and 
South Carolina to be carried out. 

It is not the business of the Senate to know what that par
ticular con·espondence is about. It affects me personally be
cause of the fight I am making here as an American Senator to 
pre\ent the Roman Catholic hierarchy from using the United 
States Army to restore the Roman Catholic Church to power 
in Mexico. If anything happens to me, it will be at the instance 
of this power and under the direction of that power. It will be 
planned, all arranged, and ordered. It may not be here. It 
may be somewhere else. They may plan for it to be under 
such circumstances that the public would say ·~ they " had 
nothing to do with it; but I have written and mailed to my 
friends just what my desires are and just what I would have 
those whose battle I am fighting to do; and if anything did 
happen to me, to carry out the program made by loyal Ameri
cans. 

I am a soldier in the service of the Government of the 
United States. I have enlisted for life, and I have recently 
exposed a Roman catholi~ war program that gravely concerns 

the whole population of the United States. Is it fair to me, 
is it fair to the country, to permit that " insidious and un
American power" to assassinate me in the United States 
because I have interfered with the war plans .of a Roman 
Catholic Pope? If a Roman Catholic priest will sit in this 
gallery and hiss a United Sta tes Senator on this floor, while he 
is speaking against the Roman Catholic war program, if a 
Roman Catholic priest in New York will print in a so-called 
Roman Catholic religious paper the bold suggestion that a 
thug ought to be hired to attack me, if Roman Ca tho lies will 
write letters to me threatening my life as they have done-
one from Boston saying the writer was coming here with 10 
others and that they were going to silence me--it shows how 
mean and mm·derous the un-American feeling back of all this 
is. They do not frighten me. Of course, they give me concern, 
and I have written to these friends who have written to me, 
in the States I have mentioned, and I have suggested the course 
I wished pursued in connection with their own suggestion. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, do I understand the Senator 
from Alabama to say that be has received statements from 
citizens of Maryland that if he is killed, I, too, will die? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Oh, no; the Senator from Maryland was not 
even mentioned in those communications. He has been men
tioned and criticized in many others from Maryland. 

Mr. BRUCE. I was going to say, "Then let me die." 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. No; these brave American patriots did not 
mention the Senator. The Senator from Maryland is already 
dead. [Laughter.] The Senator is "deader" politically in 
Maryland than he has any idea of. In view of his recent con
duct here, all that is necessary to do in his case is to cross his 
hands on his chest and put a lily on his breast. [Laughter.] 
He has done all of that for himself. Sleep on, sweet old ad
mirer of Pericles and John Randolph of Roanoke. Their spirits 
will keep vigil over thee after the next Senatorial election in 
Maryland. [Laughter.] 

LeLme proceed with these statements I was making when 
the Senator from Maryland interrupted me. It is not a very 
pleasant thing to be constantly reminded that "certain people" 
in our midst have designs on my life. It is not pleasant to 
have them try to get you on the phone to tell you what they 
think of you. They have tried a number of times to call me at 
my office, but my red-headed secretary has " cussed" them out 
and relieved me of that annoyance. They wanted to tell me 
"just what they thought of me." All these things are annoy
ing and unpleasant, but they will not prevent m,e from doing 
my duty as I see it. 

M.r. President, all these attempts to embarrass and intim
idate me have come about because I dared to read a resolution 
in the Senate passed by the Roman Catholic Knights of Co
lumbus, have it printed in the RECoRD, and have helped to 
defeat so far the Roman Catholic program for war with 
Mexico. If .. they" will . do these bold and wicked things now, 
in this enlightened age, what will they do later on if their 
numbers increase in the United States and in the Senate? 

What do you think would happen to me, Mr. President, if 
there were a majority of Roman Catholic Senators in this body? 
They would expel me for disclosures I have made. They 
would change the rules of the Senate, and they would expunge 
from the RECORD a speech like the one I am now making if 
an American Senator dared to make it. It would be dangerous. 
Even now, with 90 "s~alled" Protestant Senators in this body, 
it is in a sense unpleasant to stand up and assail the infamous 
and insidious program of the Roman Catholics to plunge this 
country into war. Yes, it is in a way unpleasant and dan
gerous now for an American Senator to stand here day after 
day and defy and fight their insidious maneuverings. They 
not only employ the Roman Catholic press, they not only use 
their weak-kneed Protestant friends on this floor, but they 
employ the anonymous letter writing thugs to threaten me and 
to frighten me into silence and submission. 

But my answer is-
Rather cast me back into pagan night 
To take my chances with Socrates for bliss 
Than be the Christian of a faith like this. 

1 do not intend to yield to it and the country is not going to 
yield to it. The Roman Catholic hierarchy should dissolve. 
The Roman Catholic Church in the United States must be born 
again. It must conform to the ·rules and regulations of our 
free institutions or have itself declared as an enemy to them. 
The independent and individual Catholic, who is already rebel
ling in some places, according to the article written by the 
Roman Catholic newspaper man at Cleveland, Ohio, should 
shake off tbe sliackles of tbe Roman Catholic clergy and the 

J 

/ 



1927 CONGRESSIONAL REOORD-SE1. ATE .4129 
Roman Catholic hierarchy and demand tbat tlie Roman Cath
olic Church come out in the open und be in deed and in truth 
a real American religious institution. 

No religious denomination whose presence constitutes a 
danger and menace to our free institutions has any right to 
exist in the United States. The Roman Catholics can not lord 
•it over the loyal Protestant and loyal Jewish people of the 
United States. They can not use the United States Army to 
fight the battles of the Roman Catholic Church. You must 
give your a1legiance to the United States or keep very quiet 
when real Americans are insisting on the right and duty to 
give whole-hearted service to their country. 

Now, 1\ir. President, here is another one of those articles 
sent out from Washington. It is from George R. Holmes, stair 
correspondent, Washington, D. C., dated January 19, 1927: 

The danger of war with Mexico which has been lurking in the 
shadows of the land-law dispute bas virtually been dispelled. 

Thank God ! If I have been instrumental 1n helping to pre
vent war, I ought to be happy, and I a.m. for the humble part that 
I have played. From the letters I have received from all over 
the country indorsing and praising my stand I feel that I have 
rendered some service to my country, although I have been 
slandered and traduced by those whose purposes have been 
defeated by the work that I have helped to do in this body. 

Ht!re is what the New York World said in an editorial on 
·January 13, 1927. The title is, "If you want peace," and 1t 
,reads: 

The extreme gravity of the Latin-American crlsis can no longer be 
doubted. The United States is nearer t<> war with Mexico than it has 
been since Pershing's expedition and the landing at Vera Cruz. 

If the American people desire to preserve the peace, they have no time 
to lose in making their wlll known to the President, his Secretary <>f 

' State, and to the Congress of the United States. 

Senators, it is a praiseworthy work for us to be engaged in an 
earnest effort to prevent war, to remain at peace with a friendly 
nation, and to use our efforts and influence to permit our fine 
American boys to stay in the peaceful pursuits of life in Amer
ica, living their own lives and solving their own problems unmo
lested in the paths of peace. We have rendered signal service 
to our country by letting all those who have and hold secret 
allegiance to the Pope of Rome know once and for all time that 
they can not and shall not use the United States Army to fight 
the battles of the Roman Catholic Church. I have convinced 
everybody who has sat in the gallery who has listened to me, 
except a bout a dozen-and you could not get an idea into their 
heads with a drill-that this whole Mexican war proposition 
was a Roman Catholic move. Nobody can deny that. These 
resolutions that I have read show it. All the correspondence 
shows it. The statements of Roman Catholic societies and 
Roman priests and Roman Catholic Knights of Columbus all 
show it. 

Wherein, then, have I offended? Am I to be attacked and 
lectured by certain ambitious Senators who would like to put a 
little Roman Catholic oil on the wheels of their presidential 
candidacy? Are they seeking AI Smith's Roman Catholic 
strength? The Senator from Maryland has brought Governor 
Smith's campaign to the floor. He has made the CoNORESSIO~AL 
RECORD the vehicle, at the expense of the American taxpayers, 
to carry through the country a political propaganda for AI 
Shlith. He had printed in the REcoRD an article written by 
some Roman Catholic and signed by George Gordon Battle, of 
New York, formerly of Virginia. Mr. Battle says in the article 
that he is a Protestant. There ia not a Protestant living who 
knows that much in the detail about Roman Catholic history. 
A Roman Catholic wrote that article, I think, and got Mr. 
Battle, a Protestant-and he says he is a Protestant-to sign it, 
and they sent it down here and got the Senator from Mary
land, who says he is a Protestant, to put it in the RECoRD. So a 
a Protestant up in New York" daddied" it and a Protestant from 
Maryland prints it in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Now, since 
they have brought AI Smith's candidacy to this floor, and now, 
since it has been deliberately brought in here by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Bn.uCE], I feel that I should and I know 
that I will pay my respects to it. 

Mr. BRUCE rose. 
Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator need not rise. I am not half 

through. It will take me all day to-morrow perhaps to :finish. 
Mr.- WADS WORTH. Oh, no I 
Mr. HEFLIN. I know that announcement is not pleasant 

to the Senator from New York, but it does not hurt him half 
so much as it does the uneasy and restless Senator from the 
State of Maryland. 

Mr. BRUCE. 1\fr . .PJ.·esident
Mr. HEFLIN. I can not yield now,. 

Mr. BRUCE. I was going to a ·k the Senator to yield to me. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I can not yield to the Senator now. I said 

a little while ago that he was .. dead," and he can not come 
back to life in such a short time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, my good friend from New Jersey [Mr. ED
WARDS]-and a very able and clever gentleman he is-was 
deploring the fact here the other day that :McAdoo was still 
talking about prohlbition and that I was injecting the religious 
issue into the political situation and that I would offend 
Roman Catholic Democrats and hurt the Democratic Party. I 
know the Senator has the Democratic Party's good at heart. · 
Mr_ President, I am a Democrat and I love the great Demo
cratic Party, but I always put my country's cause above my 
party's cause. My country comes first with me. If any 
Roman Catholic who calls himself a Democrat gets mad with 
me and quits the Democratic Party because an American 
Senator has opposed the effort· of the Roman Catholic Knights 
of Columbus to involve our country in war with Mexico, let 
him get mad and let hiD_1 get out of the party, because the 
Democratic Party is in every sense of the word truly an 
American party. 

Let me remind the Senator from New Jersey that I know 
something about how certain so-called Roman Catholic Demo
crats have used, when they could and betrayed when it was 
profitable, the great Democratic Party. I was not u delegate 
but was present at the Democ1·atic · National Convention in 
New York City in the summer of 1924. I occupied a seat on 
the platform where I could see all over the convention hall. 
I saw and heard the Roman Catholic advocates of AI Smith 
in action. They demanded that a Protestant fraternity, known 
as the Ku-Klu.x Klan, be condemned and denounced by the 
Democratic National Convention. They were told that that 
question should not even be taken up for consideration by the 
convention-that it would cause friction and division among 
Democrats and would endanger party succe s at the national 
election. They paid no attention to those appeals. They 
showed no real interest in and no sincere consideration for the 
Democratic Party then. 

I told a number of them that they would disrupt the party 
and destroy its chance of success, and they said, "To hell with 
the party if it will not denounce the Ku-Klu.x Klan." I said, 
"Tllat is not a question for this convention to consider. It bas 
no place in its proceedings. If you put a plank in the platform 
denouncing the Ku-Klux Klan, they will amend that provision . 
with another one denouncing the Knights of Columbus." 

Nothing would stop them. The Roman Catholic army of AI 
Smith was on the warpath. They sat up at night working and 
scheming to have the Democratic platform declare against the 
Ku-Klu.x Klan. Party welfare was thrown to the four winds 
then. Keep in mind the fact that Roman Catholic delegates at 
the Cleveland, Ohio, Republican National Convention bad let 
the klan subject go by. They did not even raise that question 
there. Oh, no; they held it back to unload it and explode it in· 
a Democratic National Convention in New York, to help elect 
a Republican President of the United States. I saw some of 
the most disgusting, disgraceful, and humiliating things in that· 
New York convention. The Roman Catholic program to de
nounce the Ku-Klux Klan was nearer and dearer to the AI 
Smith advocates than was the welfare and success of the Demo
cratic Party. They insisted on carrying the klan issue to the 
floor of the convention. The committee on platform and reso
lutions refused to put in the klan proposition, and theu the 
enemies of the Democratic Party, for that is what they were, 
insisted on having the convention put it in the platform. I aw 
that grizzled old warrior from Nebraska, grown gray in the 
service of his party and his country, three· times the natioual 
standard bearer of the Democratic Party, plea.ding for party, 
peace, and harmony, pleading for unity of purpose and party 
solidarity. I heard him plead with those seeking to destroy the 
party to withdraw their demand to ~ake the Ku-Klux Klan an 
issue in the Democratic convention. 

But he appealed in vain. When he came up on the pia tform 
to make his speech I saw an unruly mob of hoodlums from 
Tammany hiss him and holler at him, and for some minutes 
they would not permit him to speak. They insulted and sought 
to humiliate that great champion of democracy, that great 
western Democrat. Al Smith's advocates were in the saddle. 
The Romanists were rampant and on the rampage. I talked to 
scores of them. "Do not do that," I said. ''Let the States 
handle that question. It has no business here." But they paid 
no attention to any appeal for the welfare of the Democratic 
Party. The .Senator from Massachusetts [M.t:. WALSH] made 
a speech in the conv.ention in favor of denunciation in the 
Democratic platform. The roll was called on the question about 
2 o'clock Sunday - morning. When my State, the State of 
~b~ with ~ del~gt!tes, cast b,er :v_gte in f!lvor of the Al 
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Smith program to make the klan an issue in a Democratic 
convention, I took my hat and left the convention, because I 
\vas disgusted and because I knew that my State would not 
E:anction that action. I would not stay there any longer and 
witness such a disgusting spectacle. I repeat, the Roman 
Catholic Republican delegates at Cleveland, Ohio, in 1924, did 
not even mention the klan issue. That "issue" was kept and 
unloaded on the Democratic convention in New York. Nobody 
can ever make me believe that the Roman Catholic, AI Smith, 
and others under his control, did not have a distinct under
standing with certain leading Republicans to do just what they 
did do in the convention in New York City in 1924. 

1\ir. President, it does not lie in the mouths of AI Smith and 
his cohorts to lecture me about the wLsdom or propriety of 
my efforts hel'e to prevent the Roman Catholic Knights of 
Columbus from driving this country into war. 

J! ·mally, when the delegates of the convention voted, the mo
tion to denounce the klan was defeated by four votes. The con
vention adjourned over to l\londay. Listen, Senators, because I 
am going to give you some inside political history now. 

l\lr. WADS WORTH. l\Ir. President--
1\Ir. HEI!'LIN. I have not time to yield now. Sunday morn

ing I went down into the McAlpin Hotel lobby and was talking 
to various delegates. I found a bunch of Roman Catholics hot 
on the klan trail again. I said, "What is up now?" They 
said, "We are going to have a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which tlus thing was lost and we are going to have enough 
votes now to put it over." I said, "Let me tell you something. 
If you raise that question again, we will not have a shadow 
of a chance to elect our ticket when this convention adjourns." 
I then met some of the delegates from my own State and said 
to them, "Boys, I have not said anything to you about your vote 
last night to make the klan an issue in the Democratic National 
Convention, but if you vote to reconsider the vote by which that 
proposition was defeated I will denounce the delegation over 
my signature in a statement in Alabama, and I will go to the 
mat with all of you." So a majority of the Alabama delegation 
would not agree to vote to reconsider the motion. I am giving 
Senators some inside history. They were going to move to re
consider that motion Monday morning and go on with their 
work of division and destruction. What did those rampant 
Romanists care about the Democratic Party? 1.'bis is a part of 
the history of their attempt to destroy the Democratic Party. 
Let me give you a little more of it. 

AI Smith is a candidate for governor of the State of New 
York, and his political strength in New York is of course the 
Roman Catholic vote. Everybody knows that. And he has no 
strength outside in the other States except the Roman Catholic 
vote. He is their " picked man " and best hope, they think, and 
they have been praising and boosting him and voting for him 
for governor with another and a higher object in view. They 
never would have beat "JIM" WADSWORTH if it had not been 
for the Roman Catholic deaL So when Al Smith's race came 
on for governor, let me show you what happened. Mr. Gerard, 
Al Smith's Roman Catholic right-hand man, was secretary and 
treasurer of our Democratic national campaign committee, 
so the funds were handled "amongst friends" in New York, 
while AI Smith was running for governor. What do you 
suppose happened? 

Listen, Senators ! On the day of the election when AI 
Smith was running for governor, the Democratic nominee 
and standard bearer for the Presidency, John W. Davis, then 
living in New York, was traded off and thrown down, while 
Tammany leaders-Roman Catholics--had on badges, "Al and 
Cal," "Cal and AI." A Democratic Congressman from New 
York told me that. He met one of them on the street and 
said, " What does that mean?" He said, " It means business. 
We are putting Al and Cal over." That is what it means. 
And yet the Roman Catholic press warns me to cease my opposi
tion to their war program lest I offend and dtive out of the party 
certain Roman Catholics. Al Smith's crowd will vote the 
Democratic ticket if they can use the Democratic officials 
when elected. They will throw the presidential nominee down 
any time to carry out their plans and purpo."es in New York 
City and State. They want control of the city, they want 
the governorship of the State, and they will trade with the 
Republican Party at any .time to carry New York under 
those conditions. They have done it time and time again. 

I am going to have something to do with the next campaign, 
and we do not expect to lose much time on New York. We can 
win the next presidential election without New York. I saw an 
editorial written by one of the Roman Catholic editors who 
said that I suggested that AI Smith could not be nominated, 
and that editor said he wanted to inform me that if he was 
not nominated, whoever was nominated would not be elected. 
That proves what I have ~eady said. They ~e not for the 

Democratic nominee unless be suits them, unless they can usc 
him. So it does not frighten me for such Democrats to say 
that when I am trying to keep my country out of war that I am 
rocking the Democratic boat. I am going to help to rid my 
party of all disloyal Democrats. I want to speak for the party 
now, and I say to any man fro!ll the South who challenges this 
that I will debate the subject with him in his own State. Ile1:e 
it is, the Democratic Party does not intend that the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy shall ~e the party as a tail to the Catholic 
kite. Roman Catholic Democrats of New York must prove their 
democracy by voting for a Democratic nominee coming from 
some other State, and they must carry New York State for him. 

Mr. President, I sai that on account of Al Smith's wet rec
ord as governor, having signed an act which virtually withdrew 
the State of New York from the Union he could not hope to 
be our presidential nominee. He withdrew State enforc-ement 
aid and said, in effect, to the Federal Government, "'Ve have 
no sympathy with your eighteenth amendment and no support 
for it." A man who signs a bill like that ought not to be 
governor much less President. Think of the Christian patriots 
the upstanding Americans of the country putting the standard 
of the Democratic party in his hands to lead our party in the 
presidential campaign! It will never be the deliberate judg
ment of American Democrats, mark that. 

New York is a liability to the party the way it is run. If 
Roman Catholic Democrats can not stand up and take their 
medicine and be loyal Democrats and 100 per cent Americans, 
let them get out. The presence of some of them in the party is 
not going to prevent me, as a Democrat, from denouncing their 
un-American conduct whenever and wherever I find · it. I do 
not care whether a man is a Democrat or a Republican, if be is 
doing an un-American thing I ought to denounce bini, and more 
particularly if I find him in the ranks of my own party. Any 
good Democrat will agree to that. 

Frida-y, Febl'uaru 18 

Mr. HEFLIN. 1\Ir. President, the press reports of my speech 
yesterday are, in the main, misleading and false. Before I take 
them up in their order, I call attention to the Washington Po!i3t, 
which has an item reading: 

Senator WADSWORTH (Republican), New York, last night called upon 
newspapers to squelch the religious poison which is being spilt in the 
Senate. 

The Catholic-controlled press, whose representatives sit in 
this gallery day after day, by leave of a Protestant American 
Senate, do not need any suggestion on that line from the Sena
tor from New York. They will not print the truth regarding 
the issues discussed in this Chamber. I want to read to the 
Senate what some real Americans, outside of Washington, 
think about this thing. Everyone should know what is con
tained in the following statement, which is taken from an 
address delivered at Christ Mission, New York, December 7, 
1924, by Rev. A. l\lelburnie. 

Two years ago an aggressive Roman Catholic propaganda was made 
in advertisements in the newspapers of Pittsburgh, Pa., and when the 
Protestants asked for paid space, in the same newspapers, to defend 
the evangelical position their· articles were refused. 

Second. That here in America the public press is largely under the 
control of the influence of Romanism. 

Mr. President, the next paper to which I wish to pay my • 
respects is the Baltimore Sun, which is controlled by this 
Roman Catholic hierarchy. Here is an article in the Sun about 
a column and a half in length ; and· I charge that this Roman 
Catholic-controlled sheet pm·posely refused to tell the truth 
contained in my speech of yesterday. The burden of my speech, 
the main point running through it, was that this resolution to 
sever diplomatic relations with Mexico was introduced in the 
Bouse by a Roman Catholic Congre sman from New York, and 
that at the hearings only Roman Catholics were heard, and 
that the telegrams and the letters and the resolutions offered 
in support of it were all from Roman Catholics, and that the 
thing they mention and complain about is Roman Catholic 
persecution in Mexico and attacks on the Roman Catholic 
Church in Mexico ; and not one of these lying sheets that have 
gone out from this Capitol, so far as I have yet seen, has given 
that point to the American people. They have purposely kept 
it from them. 

Mr. President, I am going to raise an issue with a large por
tion of the press here at the Capitol. If these newspaper men 
will not give the truth to the country, they ought not to be per
mitted to sit in that press gallery. If they are to be controlled 
by an "insidious" influence that will pervert the truth or sup
press the truth of what is said here, we have no free press in 
Am eric~ 
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Listen to this Baltimore Sun article. I had been speaking 

of the resolution passed by the Knights of Columbus, of the 
State of Maryland, in which they said their reason for protest
ing against the Mexican Government was the perEecution of 
Catholics and against the efforts to destroy the Catholic Church. 
He bad not dreamed the Knights of Columbus had adopted a 
re~olution on the subject. The Sun quotes me as saying: 

When Senator BRUCE protested he had voiced his own opinion and 
not that of anybody else. 

Senator HEFLIN replied : 
I can defeat the Senator ·in the State of Maryland myself. 

See how they have confused and garbled what I did say. 
Right there. Mr. President, I read the resolution from the 

Knights of Columbus, of Maryland, and they make a reference 
to it, and then deliberately refuse to tell what it was; and 
that resolution said the Knights of Columbus, of 1\!aryland, 
were protesting against " the persecution of. Catholics and the 
attempts to destroy the Roman Catholic Church in Mexico." 
'''by did not the Baltimore Sun publish that part of the reso
lution right there? 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (:Mr. 0DDIE in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
M1·. HE15"'LIN. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. BRUCE. 'Vill the Senator from Alabama tell me what 

his authority is for stating that the Baltimore Sun is Catholic 
controlled? 

M.r. HEFLIN. I am judging by its Roman Catholic sub
serviency; by its reporting everything in favor of the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy and attacking everything that is said here 
by American Senators in behalf of America. to keep America 
out of war for the Roman Catholic hierarchy. 

Ur. BRUCE. Mr. Preside-nt, has the Senator from Alabama 
eYer seen a list o'f the stockholders of the company that pub
li. hes the Sun? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not care anything about the list of 
stockholder . There are so many week-kneed~ miserable Prot
estants who are afraid to lift their voices against this Roman 
Catholic hierarchy in the United States that I do not care what 
names the list sho-ws. I am talking about what that paper 
is doing; and the Bible says, "By their fruits ye shall know 
them." 

Mr. BRUCE. It is not the purpose of the Senator, then, to 
state that the Baltimore Sun is owned by Catholics'? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not know who owns it. I am talking 
about the dominating power, the controlling influence back of 
it. They ·may be like some politicians that I know whC> are 
playing with "that power" and bowing and doing obeisance 
to it and hoping to gain favor with it, and not having the cour
age and the Americanism to stand up and tight it, although the 
killing of American boys on foreign soil may be involved in 
their miserable program. That is what I am getting diaeausted 
with. These miserable sheets send out a story and never tell 
the main thought that ran all through the argument made here. 
I took two hours and more reading resolutions from Roman 
Catholics suggesting that they were protesting against the 
Calles government in Mexico because of the persecution of 
Roman Catholics, because of an e:ffort to destroy the Roman 
Catholic Church over there. I read tbe resolution from the 
Senator's own State of Maryland, the resolution of the Knights 
of Columbus, and the burden of that resolution was Roman 
Catholic persecution, and an attempt to destroy the Roman 
Catholie Church ; and not one of these sheets that I have- seen 
has told that to the country. 

Senators, you are going to wake up one of these days to 
what is going on here at the Capitol. If "this influence" is 
so dangerous and powerful now, what will it be 25 years from 
now? If Senators now will "truckle to it" or "flee from it" 
when it raises its hand, and seek cover whenever the issue is 
brought into the open, what will happen if the power of the 
Pope is increased about the press gallery and in this body'l 

I will tell you what is going to happen. The American people 
ru·e waking up, and I want them to wake up. I want every 
Senator who comes up for :reelection next year to be asked, 
"Were you in sympathy with Senator liEFLI.N or were you 
against him when he was fighting to prevent the Roman Catho
lic hierarchy from driving us into war with Mexico? Were you 
giving him encourag~ent and support or were you bowing and 
smiling to the Pope?" · 

The Balti.mote Sun has been a great paper in the past. It is 
no longer that. The influence that dominates it now is un
American. It is dangerous to the genius of free institutions. 
It suppresses the truth. It is against the best interests of the 

Government. It lies in its 1·eport of to-day about my speech 
of yesterday. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President-- . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala~ 

bama yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
l\Ir. HEFLIN. If the Senator wants me to yield again, I 

yield. 
Mr. BRUCE. Does the Senator think that tolerance is un-

America.h? 
1\lr. HEFLIN. Tolerance? 
Mr. BRUCE. Yes. 
Mr. HEFLIN. My God! Tolerance with your Roman Cath

olic friends means meek and humble submission to everything 
the Roman Catholic hierarchy does or says. It means silence 
and cowardice on the part of real Americans when the "right
eous " power of the Pope is in question. 

Mr. BRUCE. I think such language as that is unworthy of 
an answer. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Maryland can not make 
any answer to it. There are those here and elsewhere who do 
truckle to this power. There are those who are as afraid of 
"it •• as they are of death. There are those who court favor 
with "it" all the time, and I regret to say that there are those 
who are just as much under " that control " as if they were 
Roman Catholics themselves. Now, that truth will go to the 
country. It will go in this RECORD if it c:an not go in the 
newspapers. 

Here is another one--the New York Times. Listen: Here are 
the headlines : 

Catholics assailed again by HlilFLrN. 

In three-hour speech he denounces church, charging it sought war 
with Mexico. 

Links Sheffield to " plan!' 
Envoy defended by WADSWORTH-Cardinal controls candidates of both 

parties, .A.labarilan asserts. 

And not once do they state that I read to the Senate tele
grams from Roman Catholic priests, resolutions from the Holy 
Na.me Society and othe1· Roman Catholic organizations, reso
lutions from the Roman Catholic Knights of Columbus of 
Maryland, letters galore from Roman Catholics to the commit
tee, all pointing out that Roman Catholics as Roman Catholics 
were protesting because of Roman Catholic persecution and an 
attempt to destroy the Roman Catholic Church in Mexico. 

Why will not these papers tell the truth? What influence is 
it that will prevent a paper like the New York Times from tell
ing the truth? What will make that paper truckle, dodge, 
evade, and become the tool of this insidious power? And yet 
its representatives are here. 

Mr. President, the people will have to arrange a different 
situation with regard to getting the truth to the country from 
the press gallery at the Capitol. This influence is too strong 
up there. There are _ some men up there who are honest and 
who are brave, but some of them can not write what they 
want to write. This " insidious power " is reaching its hands 
into every nook and corner of the country, and scores and 
scores of papers are not permitted to tell the truth about what 
takes place here. Senators, that is a very serious situation. 

Why did not the New York Times say that " Senator HEFLIN 
showed by the facts that this was a Roman Catholic move
ment?" 

The Senator from 1\Ia.ryla.nd [Mr. BRUCE] helped to raise 
this issue with me, and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. 
They said that I had injected the religious issue because I 
discussed the position taken by the Roman Catholic Knights 
of Columbus, discussed their resolution; and when I came here 
yesterday and proved that not I but that they injected the 
religious issue, and that the " religious issue " really was at 
the bottom of the Roman Catholic movement for war with 
Mexico, these papers refused to tell the truth to the American 
people. And yet the people continue to support these unfair 
and untruthful papers. 

Let me appeal to the Protestants and the 1 ews of America 
who believe in fair play, and who are opposed to this sort of 
crooked and corrupt control of our press, to quit supporting 
these papers. Let me tell yon what happened to one paper 
in Missouri the other day, the one I read about yesterday, the 
one that called me a bigoted ass, the Springfield News, a news
paper took issue with them, called them to task; scores of 
Protestants wrote in and stopped their subscriptions, nearly 
half of them, I am told, in a week; and then the paper came out 
and filled nearly its whole front page with my speech without 
comment That is what you have got to do. You have got to 
assert yourselves. You have got to quit supporting such papers, 
I am speaking now to the people who are readillg this REcoRD : 
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Quit taking t11ese papers. Uake your lnfiuence felt. Do not 
support papers that tell lies, suppress the truth and injure your 
country. Let this insiuious Roman Catholic hierarchy support 
them and keep them up. Start another paper against them. 
They are not giving us a fair deal at Washington. They are 
suppressing the truth. They just wlll not tell the truth. 

Now, I will take up another one. 
· Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator n·om Ala
bama yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do. 
1\Ir. BRUCE. I should like to ask the Senator from Ala

bama what he means by saying that the Baltimore Sun is 
Catholic controlled. Does he mean that the holders of the 
stock of the publishing company of the Baltimore Sun, or a 
majority of them, are Catholics? Does the Senator mean that? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not know anything about that, and I 
do not care . . 

Mr. BRUCE. What does the Senator mean? It is hard 
for me to find something the Senator does know something 
about. . 

Mr. HEFLIN. I know by its acts that this infiuence is 
controlling the Sun. The stockholders are not caling about 
anything except clipping coupons. Those who write the stories 
that appear in the paper are the people who control its news 
policies. They shape its policies. They are making the paper 
do what they want it to do, that is what I am talking about. 

!\lr. BRUCE. Does the Senator mean, then, that expres
: sions of toleranee on the pa1·t of a newspaper are evidence 
that it is controlled by the Catholic Church? If that is what 
the Senator means, so much the better for the Catholic Church. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Tolerance! There goes the Senator from 
Maryland on tolerance again! The Senator is still harping on 
"tolerance," as he has come to understand it from his Roman 
Catholic environment, and he is still criticizing the position of 

l an American Senator who has dared to expose the miserable 
i and mean war program of the Roman Catholic Knights of 
: columbus. 

· Mr. BRUCE. May I ask the Senator another question? 
Mr. HEFLIN. No; I can not yield to the Senator. 
Mr. BRUCE. .Just one more. 
Mr. HEFLIN. "\Vell, ask that one more. 
Mr. BRUCE. Does the Senator mean, then, that he thinks 

the Baltimore Sun is Catholic controlled because it condemns 
1 the language of squalid and inflammatory bigotry upon the 
I floor of the Senate? 

l\lr. HEFLIN. 1\ir. President, what I mean is exactly what 
!I say, that I know this paper is now dominated by this "in
isidious influence" because it would not tell the truth about the 
• speech that I made here yesterday when I discussed a thing 
·of vital interest to ninety-odd million American people. I told 
the tl·uth, and they would not publish it. No man on this 
floor, not even the intolerant and bigoted Senator f1·om Mary
land, challenged the truth of my statements. 

I fear the trouble about the Senator from Maryland is that 
the bent of his mind and the trend of his sympathies are 
toward the altar place of the Roman Catholic hierar<;hY, while 
mine are on the side of my country. I dared~ in my place as a 
Senator, to expose this miserable effort to involve us in war, 
and for doing that the Senator from Maryland was first to rise 
in this body and criticize and condemn my utterances. I knew 
why the Senator did that. The Roman Catholic vote controls 
the city of Baltimore, and no Protestant can be elected t.l}ere 
in opposition to that vote, and I haT"e but little respect for an 
"American" who will shape his creed for his craving and 
swallow his convictions for a "job. 

Is that bigotry? Is that religious intolerance? It is truth. 
The time is coming, if it is not already here, when Americans 
at the ballot box, the ark of the covenant in our civic affairs, 
must say, "Are the candidates able, honest, capable Americans? 
Is there any power on earth that they put above that of the 
United States in their heart of hearts? Have they any divided 
allegiance? We wish to put none but Americans on guard. 

Are they for America first, last, and all the time? Are their 
secret obligations to the Roman Catholic hierarchy in confiict 
with their duty to the United States Government? Have they 
ever been initiated into whut is called " the honorary inner cir
cle "-a secret order in the hierarchy where it is said they 
confer a degree upon " desirable Protestants "'? In other words, 
are those who are running for office, by blood or otherwise, tied 
in any \Vay to the Roman Catholic hierarchy'? 

l\Ir. President, I have never been accused of having any re
ligious prejudices in all of my life until the charge was made 
by the Senator from Maryland, who is now serving his last 
term in the Senate. [Laughter.] Do not laugh at that. It 
is too serious a thing to laugh at. His political days are num-

bered, and he caused them· to be numbered himself. I know 
his State. The rank and· file of the Democratic Party outside 
of the city of Baltimore are already up in arms against his 
attacks upon me, and the cause that I represent in this body. 
They are not ready to march the soldiers of Maryland to the 
Mexican border to prevent Mexican attacks upon the Roman 
Catholic Church; and when I denounced the un-American effort 
to do that the Senator from :Maryland attacked me, and I am 
going to suggest to Goveruor Ritchie that he hau bet ter silence 
the Senator from 1\Iarylaud. 

The Senator from :i\Iaryland is not in any way helping the 
distinguished Governor of Maryland by insisting on injecting llis 
defense of the Romllll Catholic hierarchy into an American 
Senator's speech. 

But, Mr. President, I was about to pay my respects to the 
New York World. [Laughter.] That Roman Catholic editor 
up there has attacked me viciously several times since I ex
posed the efforts of the Knights of Columbus to involve us in 
war with :i\fexico. Listen to this plain, tmvarnished falsehood : 

When HEFLIN finished his speech, he said something about "I will 
'git' the 1loor to-morrow." 

They have quotations around the statement that I said that 
" I will ' git ' the floor . to-morrow " ; with emphasis on the 
"git." They state that I said " I will 'git' the floor." 

Why do you suppose that Roman Catholic writer wanted to 
put that lie in the paper? I did not say that. EY'ery Senator 
here knows that I did not say it. And they say that when 
I said that I would get the floor if I wanted it, " There w.ere 
groans from the floor and in the galleries." That is not true. 
It is absolutely false. No such thing occurred. . 

There was not a groan upon the floor, nor was there a groan 
in the galleries, nothing but approval of my course from the 
galleries at any time during my speech. But that false state
ment has gone out in the New York World. That appears in 
the New York World, up in Al Smith's home State, and the 
Senator from Maryland has not condemned thHt falsehood 
which was told on me and told on the Senate and told on the 
unterrified Americans who sit in this gallery and hear debates 
for the purpose of getting the tn1th, because tQ.ey can not get 
it in the Roman Catholic controlled press. 

The Washington Star, a Republican paper, has in times past 
been, I thought, yery fair. 

Mr. BRUCE. !\lr. President--
Mr. HEFLIN. I · can not yield to the Senator from Mary· 

land any more. 
Mr. BRGCE. I just wanted to ask a single question. I 

simply wanted to ask the Senator from .Alabama whether the 
.entire enlightened press of the country are against him? 

Mr. HEFLIN. All those newspapers, like the Roman Cath
olic controlled Senators, who I know are against me. Those 
who are controlled by the Roman Catholic influence, as some 
Senators, I think, are controlled by that infiuence, are against 
me. I hope that will satisfy the long-time disciple of old 
Pericles. 

Here is the Washington Star. It goes on to tell a little 
running story of some of the things of minor consequence, but 
it does not mention the main point in the speech, the thought 
that ran all through it, and that is that the whole scheme was 
started and carried on by Roman Catholics and that it was 
because of so-called pers·ecution of Roman Catholics in Mexico, 
and about an attempt to destroy the Roman Catholic Church 
in Mexico. Even the Washington Star has left that out and 
has not given its readers a single line about it. What influence 
is it that has caused that paper to change? It used to be a 
very fair paper. It would give both sid'es and give the things 
as they occurred; but it has changed. 

Now I come to the Washington Herald, a story written by 
Fraser Edwards, a very clever writer, and a very cle\er boy, a 
son of my old-time friend, Charlie Edwards. I take it that 
they cut out a part of his story, because nothing appears in 
this r·eport which carried the real point in my speech. I made 
it as plain as language could make it, backed up by evidence 
coming from Roman Catholic sources, that this whole move
ment was started by them, and that all of these telegrams and 
resolutions referred to Roman Catholic activities and the effort 
to destroy the Roman Catholic Church in Me.xleo ; but not a 
line of it appeared in the Washington Herald-a Roman Catho
lic controlled paper. 

Senators, are we going to submit in silence to these things ? 
Some of you may not be thinking much about this now, but 
when you get home and your people begin to talk to y9u, you 
will think about it when you are making your speeches and 
some man or woman rises in the audience and says, "Senator, 
may I ask you a question 1 " 
"Ye~" 

( 
I 

I 
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"Were you in the Senate when Senator HEFLIN read the reso· 

lution of the Knights of Columbus in Philadelphia demanding 
that the President sever diplomatic relations with Mexico?" 

"Yes." 
"Were yon there when he read where they denounced this 

Government for its policy toward Mexico?" 
"Yes." 
"And where they demanded that this policy must immediately 

cease?" 
"Yes." 
"And where they pledged the support of 800,000 Knights of 

Columbus to aid the Knights of Columbus in Mexico who were 
. trying to overthrow the Government which this.- Government 
had recognized? " 

"Yes." 
"And where they · pledged themselves to raise a million 

dollars to help carry on propaganda aiding the Knights of 
Columbus over there against the position taken by their 
government here in the United States?" 

"Yes." 
"Were you there when Senator IlEFLIN- commented on that, 

and said the GQvernment should not be used to fight the battles 
of any religious group in a foreign country, that the United 
States Army should not be used to further the cause of the 
Roman Catholic Church in Mexico?" 

"Yes." 
" That it ought to be used only to uphold American ~ghts 

and interests and American principles?" 
"Yes." 
"Do you subscribe to his position on that? Were ~u with 

him in that controversy? Do you not think he took the 
American stand? " 

Those are the questions that are going to be asked you, and 
I am malting them so simple that all ·they will have to ~o is 
to cut them out of the RECORD. Then they wlll say more to you: 

"Were you there when Senator HEFLIN spoke three hours and 
a half and read into the RECoBD all those letters from members 
of the Roman Catholic Church complaining about the persecu
tion of Roman Catholics, and an effort to destroy the Roman 
Catholic Church in Mexico, showing that it was a Roman 
Catholic move entirely?" 

"Ye ." 
"Were yon there wh~n he read those messages from Roman 

Catholic priests on the same line? " 
"Yes." 
"And all those telegrams from the Holy Name Society, a 

Roman Catholic institution? " 
"Yes." 
" Don't you think he proved his case that it was a Roman 

Catholic movement from the beginning, and that no Protestant 
or Jew had engaged in it, but that it was solely a Roman 
Catholic movement vigorously pressed forward by the Roman 
Catholic Knights of Columbus in the United States?" 

··Yes." 
"Are you with him on that proposition, Senator? Did you 

not hear him read in the Senate the press statement that the 
Roman Catholic priests of Mexico were disappointed because 
they were not going to get military help from the United 

· States?" 
HYes." 
" Then finally are you a whole-hearted, 100 per cent Ameri

can? Did you support Senator HEFLIN? Do yon mind my 
writing a letter to h1m and asking him if you gave h1m en
couragement or if you tried to hinder him in the American 
fight that he was making?" 

Those are some of the questions which will be propounded to 
you, and if yon have told me, as many of you on both sides 
have and congratulated me on my speech and on my stand, that 
you were with me and encouraged me, I am going to write a. 
good letter and tell them the truth about it, and if you have not 
done that I am going to tell the truth about your position and 
lay your record bare, and, oh Lord ! will not it be a scorching 
letter when I come to write about the Senator from Maryland? 
[Laughter.] Brilliant and able Senator that he is, what a pity 
that in his cid age he should be found indulging in the tactics 
in which he is indulging to-day. 

1\fr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, would it interrupt the Senator 
if I inquire about how long he expects to speak this afternoon? 
We are very anxious to pass the District of Columbia appropria
tion bill, which has been before the Senate now for nearly a 
week. We did not have any opportunity to proceed with it on 
yesterday and the bill really should be con.sidered, passed, and 
sent to conference. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I think I can finish in four hours. 

Mr. PffiPPS. I presume the Senator's estimate is no more 
accurate than his estimate was yesterday when he told me he 
would speak one hour, and then occupied four hours without 
finishing. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Since the Senator has made his statement 
I probably will now speak only a couple of hours. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I thank the Senator for the information. 
Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator came to me yesterday and made 

some inquiry about how long I would speak. I said probably 
an hour or a little more, but I had no idea that it would take 
me as long as it did, and I did not get half through with the 
facts which I had to submit for the RECORD so that the people 
could read them. I had not intended to speak as long as I did, 
but I was interrupted three or four ·times, and that caused 
me to speak more at length. I shall not occupy the floor 
very much longer to-day. 

I want to bring to the attention of the Senate just what 
the GQvernment of the United States is up against right 
here with a subsidized and Roman Catholic controlled press. 
To-day we are in the grip of a power which .so controls the 
situation that we can not get the truth to the country through 
the press. It is an alarming situation, and something has got 
to be done. Why should we submit to it? It may be that 
the GQvernment will have to adopt the plan of printing a 
bulletin every day. Let the Government publish each day a 
bulletin; and let the people of the United States subscribe for 
it at a dollar a year ; and let both sides of the question be 
printed each day in the bulletin in order that the people who 
are not able to pay for the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD may have 
the truth come to them from the Capitol in such a congressional 
bulletin. 

Mr. President, I have about :finished what I desire to say . . 
In fact, I would not have spoken as long as I have, but for · 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. BRUCE]. I have no apology 
to make for anything I have said. I have told the whole truth 
and I intend to see that the people of the country get that 
truth. I would not submit to a protestant secret hearing at 
the Capitol. I would not submit to a protestant movement to 
involve my country in. war without denouncing that movement. 

I repeat, I commit no sin, I do not care what the Roman 
Catholic Pope says, when I prefer to serve my country rather 
than "that influence." I do no un-American act when I stand 
and ple.ad for my country against the insidious workings of 
those who would involve it in war to aid the Pope of Rome in 
Mexico. And I do not apologize to anybody for that statement. 

Of course, I knew that I would be attacked by the Roman 
Catholic press, as I have been. They have already threatened 
me in various ways-threatened me politically. I have always 
done what I thought was right in politics. I have never been 
controlled by a local machine, nor by a State machine, nor by 
a national machine of any character. I have always fought 
for what I believed was right. I have taken my political life 
in my hands whenever I did it, and I am willing to take the 
consequences of my acts now. I know when my conscience 
and judgment tell me that I am right that I ought to rise and 
speak. 

The villainous New York World said in an editorial the day 
before I disclosed this Roman Catholic movement to put us 
into war: 

Wake up! You are nearer to war than you have any idea. 

I rose and spoke, and when I did so the Senator from Mary
land able and learned Senator that he is--he was once a very 
co~geous and brilliant man, but now how the mighty have 
fallen--came in and assailed me for the stand that I took, as 
did the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED], attacking me for 
"raising a religious issue." 

On yesterday for two hours I read Roman Catholic docu· 
ments sent to the committee of the House in the hearings, 
reciting that their grievance was the persecution of Roman 
Catholics in Mexico and the effort to destroy the Roman Cath· 
olic Church· the resolution of the Roman Catholic Knights 
of Columbus' in Senator BRuCE's own State raising the ques
tion of the persecution of Roman Catholics and of the efforts 
to destroy the Roman Catholic Church, showing that nobody 
but Roman Catho1ics were heard by the committee; that all 
the letters and all the telegrams and all the resolutions were 
written and passed by Roman Catholics ; that it was a Roman 
Catholic movement; that the resolution was introduced in the 
House by a Roman Catholic. I told the Senate on yesterday 
that I did not inject the issue, but that they had done it them
selves, and yet not one newspaper so far as I can find to-day 
has told that simple truth to the country. Senators, what are 
we coming to here at the Capitol1 
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EXHIBITS 

BIRMINGHAM, ALA., February 9, 1fP-1. 
Senator J. THOMAS HEFLI~, 

Wasltingt01~, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR : I have just finished reading your messages to Con

gress in which you so gloriously bad the courage to beard the Knights 
of Columbus lion in his den and exposed their hellish plot that I am 
prompted to say : Bail to thee, courageous spirit ! Martin Luther of 
the twentieth century! 

What a joy it was to know that at least one Senator in Washington 
has had the manly courage to tell the truth; !or the truth it was. 
rerhaps now, since you ha.ve blazed the trail, other formerly cowardly 
Senators will have the nerve to get up and speak what they know to 
be the truth. No longer can the Roman Catholic gang boast, "Al
though the Roman Catholic population of the United States numbers 
only one-fifth of the entire population, yet they fear us," u.s they have 
boas ted in one of their church periodicals. I cordially detest those of 
our Protestant clergy who are always harping on toleration and boast
ing of the fact that their "dearest bosom friend is a Roman Catholic 
priest." • • • Bah ! The cowards! • • • I am glad to read 
that the Pope of Rome, figuratively speaking, slapped old Bishop Brent, 
the Episcopalian bishop, in the face when he refused his invitation to 
a t tend the world conference on faith and order to be held in Switzer
land within a few months. Bishop Brent humbly begged him to attend, 
and be refused. During the eucharistic show in Chicago Cardinal 
Mundelein invited the Protestant ( ?) ministers to attend the show, 
and the poor, craven creatures accepted. 

There is the difference. Our ministers are bumble and cowardly, 
while the Roman Catholic hierarchy is arrogant and dominating. 

When will they wake up? Dear Senator, a 'man of your courage is 
what this country needs at its head in the presidential chair. Keep 
up the good work. 

Sincerely yours, 
HARRIET FIELD. 

TEXARKANA, A.RK.-TEX., Jc,nuary !1, ~?:'/. 

Bon. J. THO!!oiA.S HEFLIN, 

Washington, D. 0. 
Dear SENATOR HEFLIN : I want to congratulate you in the stand you 

took and the information you gave the Senate in the Nicaragua-Mexi
can situation. 

The heart of every true American goes out in gratitude to you. 
You have rendered your country a valuable service. The country was 
slow in believing that the present administration was bent on carry
ing out the dictates of Catholicism and capitalism to break with and 
make war on Mexico, that capitalism might continue to despoil Mexico 
and that Catholicism might continue its strangle bold upon that 
ignorant, oebased, and priest-ridden people. Oh, how a Tom Watson 
was needed there to stand by you. 

Will Senators and Congressmen, and snpposedly good American citi
zens, never awake to the danger that confronts our country? Can't 
they see that there is no Christianity in Catholicism, that it is simply 
a great political system, masquerading under the guise of religion, 
using every means, fair and foul, to capture America for the Pope? 
To this end they are moving earth and bell to elect AI Smith presi
dent. The fight against Alcohol Smith must be made now, we can't 
alford to wait until the convention meets, and let the tw()-thlrds ru1e be 
abrogated. If so, be is sure of the nomination. While be would not 
be elected, yet, his nomination would wreck the Democratic Party. 
Your speech has done more to put a crimp in Smith's candidacy than 
anything that bas as yet occurred. 

Again thanking you, I am with ~treat respect. 
Sincerely yours, 

LEGRA~D W. JoNms. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., Feb-ruary Z, 11Jrf. 
Ron. J. THOMAS BEFLINJ 

Senate Ohamber, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR HEFLIN: The writer wishes to congratulate you on 

your able and valiant defense of Americanism. 
The following quotation of Abraham Lincoln shows clearly how well 

Lincoln understood the enemy: "Neither let us be slandered from our 
duty by false accusations against us, nor frightened !rom it by men
aces of destruction to the Government nor of dungeons to ourselves. 
Let us have faith that right makes might, and in that faith let us to 
the end dare to do our duty as we understand it." 

This quotation appeared in the 1927 Everyman's Almanac, published 
by the Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. 

If you are not all·eady familiar with it, I hope it will be interesting 
and of value. 

Yours truly, 
H. A. ANDERSON, 

70 North Thom<I4. 

DE KALB, ILL., JanuanJ 31, 19!7. 

Ron. J. THOI!ol.A.S HEFLIN, 

Senator fronL Alabanta, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR HON. J. THOMAS HEFLIN: I wish to congratulate you on 
your grand and noble stand in exposing before Congress the scheming 
ot the Knights of Columbus to drag this country in to war with Mexic9. 
It is a time when all true Americans must be on guard against the 
enemy that would destroy our God-given liberties that have been so 
deal"ly bought and paid !or by om· forefathers. We must keep secure 
the Uberties they have given us, so that we may pass them on to our 
children and to generations to follow. No greater foe have we to con
tend with than the Roman Catholic Church. It is the same to-day as 
it has been in the ages ,past. It is beyond redemption. 

I regret exceedingly that there were not other men in Congress with 
true Amet·ican blood in their veins to stand by you in your brave 
stand. You ba>e sbown yourself a man among men to expose yourself 
to such slander and persecution that the Roman Catholic Church will 
undoubtedly put against yon. But be not afraid. The American people 
are behind yon to · the last ditch and will stick with the guns. Keep 
the good work going. This country needs a leader that will fearlessly 
bring the battle into the camps of the real enemies of this country. 
You have proven yourself a faithful patriot to your country, and the 
American people are thanking God for such a • man as you. 

With faith in Almighty God, and Him to guide and lead you, victory 
will be yom·s. God bless you. 

For America first, last, and ~lways, 
A..xi:L RYDEN. 

JA!\IESTOWN", N. Y., Februarv 1, J.9f:L 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
WasTlingto-n, D. 0. 

MY DEAR Sm : I ba ve noticed lately in the public press several 
articles regarding your speeches before the Senate regarding the Mexico 
all'air. Ot course, the press does not print much o! those speeches, 
or print them in full as they sh<)Uld. However, in one of the Wash
ington papers I notice a very complete acco·unt of one of your speeches, 
and I want to congratulate yon on your American courage. You 
realize that there are few men in public lite to-day who have courage 
to stand up and tell the things that they really know about that 
on-American bunch. I am satisfied that you have their number and 
to the mind of any reasonable person and o"De who keeps in touch with 
their doings, you certainly only said what were the facts in the case. 

Of course, you must realize that it will mean almost retirement for 
you. That crowd of outlaws will get you some way. They will first 
declare a political boycott against you. They will harass you in every 
method known to their craft, even to assassination if that will be tbe 
only means to get rid of you. They won't, of course, stab you in front, 
but they might do so in tbe back as that is their method of doing 
business. You will, of course, never get another Catholic vote in the 
State of Alabama, and there are perhaps some jelly-fish Protestants 
who will vote against you in sympathy with the Pope's crowd. But 
it is more honor to be defeated by Americans than to be elected by 
the help of that crowd. However, you can now expect the fate of 
poor old 'l'bomn.s Watson, who they bounded till be died, and at that 
be was worth more than all the subjects that the holy Pope bas in this 
country. He was sure a 100 per cent American. 

I have always voted the Republican ticket, but I would want no 
greater privilege than to be able to cast a vote for you, and I would 
not care what ticket you run on or what office you wanted, as you a.I'e 

the brand of American that I admire. 
Sincerely yours, 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. 0. 

CIU.RLI:S F. MOYER. 

KERRVILLE, TEX., FebrUUY1J 9, 19?7. 

DBAR SE~ATOR: I wish to congratu1ate you on your speech ln the 
United States Senate on the Mexican situation. It is doing more to 
bring to light the real situation than all else tha.t bas been said on the 
subject to date. I inclose a page taken from the last issue of Columbia, 
the official organ of the Knights of Columbus, published at New Haven, 
Conn. It explains the work of that organization and what tbey are 
doing with the million dollars raised to crush the Calles government in 
Mexico. It confirms your statement in the Senate and shows conclu
sively what they are doing to fool the people. 

May God bless your good work in the furtherance of preserving our 
American institutions. 

Yours truly, 
D. R. LEWIS, 

) 
! 
( 
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POTWIN, KANS., Februat1J 10, 191!1. 

Bon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SENATOR HEFLIN: I am dee-ply interested in you and admire 
yon for the stand you have taken upon the Senate floor :in defense .of 
your country and my country. 

I want to congratulate you, and thank you for the manly expression 
of thought you gave before the Senate in behalf of the people of the 
United States, the interest displayed in keepin~ our country out of war 
with Mexico. Do not let the Pope's militia, the Knights of Columbus, 
bring war upon us if it is in your power to prevent it. 

·Let not your thoughts be intimidated by them. Millions of people are 
watching you. Hundreds of thousands of praying people are asking 
the one God to bless your mind and fill it with wisdom and give you 
sh·ength to endure. The people of our land have been praying: God 
give us men; men who dare to think. It is your type of manhood this 
country needs for President of our United States. 

When a country needs a man to save it, God raises up just such a 
man as you anu Lincoln to save it. I hope to see you elected President 
of our glorious Nation. 

Respectfully yours, 
U. G. RUSSELL. 

SPRINGFIELD, Mo., February 5, JIJ~. 

Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SIR : I wish to congratulate you for your fearless stand you 
have taken in the United States Senate for Americans in regard to 
the. Mexican situation and the Knights of Columbus request to intervene 
on behalf of their religion. 

Let me further state that if I personally had the time I could get at 
least 10,000 signatures to this letter here in Springfield, l\Io. 

Hoping that you keep up your good work, no doubt you will be 
repaid. 

I am, a.s nll God-fearing Americans, 
FLOYD JONES. 

J!, S. : General Washington once said, " Put only Americans on 
guard." 

F. J. 

CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA. 
Bon. J. THOMAS BEFLI:s-, M. S., 

Senate Office Building, Washingt,m, D. 0. 
AlY DEAR SENATOB.: Undeniably, t~e great need of the hour is the 

presence in the Congress of statesmen who have the ability to discern, 
and ·the courage to strike, the insidious enemies of our country. 

I desire, therefore, to commend your recent expose in the Senate 
of the Roman Catholic intriguing; to eomplimt>nt :ron on your courage 
and patriotism, and to assure you tbat four-fifths of the people ot the 
country are with you. Concensns of opinion throughout the Middle 
West is that our United States troops have about as much business in 
Nicaragua or Mexico as Kellogg-with his " Bolshevik " nightmare-
has in heaven. 

Since the press virtually ignored your wonderful senatorial ad· 
dresses, as it doe all 100 per cent American matter, don't you think 
the Government should erect a broadcasting station at the Capital 
an~ require all spt>ecbes delivered in the House and Senate to be put 
on the air so that the American people could get the facts and infor
m!f.tion available there, and not be choked off by a " kept" press as 
they are now? 

Due to your courage and 100 p.er cent Americanism, thousands upon 
thousands of Iowa Republicans would welcome an opportunity to vote 
for you for President of the United States, not the least among them 
being, 

Yours very truly, 

Senator J. 'l"'B:OMAS HEFLIN, 
Washingto11, D. 0. 

DAN W. RICHAJlDS, 
1~01 South Second Street West. 

BALBOA, CAN.AL ZONE, 

Monday, January 9~ JE21. 

DEAR SIR : While reading our local paper the Star and Herald of 
ranama City, I read where you claim-ed the Knights of Columbus were 
spending money to spread propaganda to cause war with Mexico. 

Inclosed find three _pamphlets that were mailed to me by some one 
on the Canal Zone, no name signed. 

I am the wife of a Shriner and a Christian Scientist in faith and 
religion. Perhaps tbey think to catch the unwary Protestant into 
donating to their cause, as many of them do without even inquiring 
the cause, or reading their literature. I do not think that Mexico 
wants war with the United States, or anyone, but I do think the 
Pope of Rome does. It looks a great deal like the spark that started 

the World War, that spark was small also. It . seems only a small 
excuse is needed to sacrifice our sons for no gain or reason at all. 

Sir, we of the Canal Zone admire and and your stand, and although 
we Have no vote we are interested in all red-blooded American elforts 
to save our great country .and her sonS-

Sincerely yours, 
------·. 

NILES, MICH., Februaf'JI 5, tm. 
The Hon. J. ~'HOMAS HEFLI~, 

Sc11ate Building Was114ngton, D. 0. 
M:r- DEAR MR. HEFLDl : I, as an American citizen of the United States 

of America, wish to e:x:press my sincere appreciation of your fearless 
stand you are taking for the cause of America and pure Americanism, 
and in expressing my sentiments here I wish also to include the same 
sentiments of a host of real red-blooded Americans of Niles, Berrien 
County, Mich. Go to it, and we as Americans will stand behind you 
until the walls around the Pope of Rome crumble into dust. 

May .Almighty God give you strength to carry on in your good work. 
Yours sincerely, 

CHAS. C. MclNTrnE. 

KEWAXEJE, ILL., Februa1·y 5, 1IJ27. 
Hon. J. THOMAS llEFLI::., 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm : Inasmuch as I have been reading different parts of your 

talks in Senate through the papers I can not help but writing you in 
regards to the fearle s stand you are taking against the Mexican situ
ation, whereby the Knights of Columbus are trying to get this Nation 
to declare war on Mexico. 

You are to be cvngratulated, and you surely have a big host of people 
supporting you throughout the United States. You need all the encour
agement in the world, and I hope the Protestant organizations will 
back you up us the Knights of Columbus and organizations of t heir 
kind back up the Senators opposed to yon and the thing that you are 
doing. 

Yours t·espectfully, 
DON c. MAYJDJW. 

P. S.: We need more Senators with the backbone like yours--one of 
marrow and not of jelly. 

Hon. J. THOllAS HEFLI::., 
Washington, D. 0. 

J ACKSONVlLLE, ILL., Februm-y 5, 1921. 

DEAR SIR : Please accept congratulations ln the stand you have 
taken in keeping us out of war with Mexico. 

Yours sincerely, 
EDNA LONGHAVY. 

PITTSFIELD, MAss., Januarv 81, 11W1. 
Senatot· J. '£ROMAS HEFLIN, 

United States Senate, Washington., D. 0. 
HONORABLE Sm : We, a.s Protestant American citizens, who are ever 

nlert· to the dnngers which you have so fearlessly made known to the 
American public, desire to extend our manifold appreciation <>f your 
loYe and patriotism toward our glorious country, 

May your stirring remarks take their place with those of other 
patriots whose words have outli>ed them. May they be preset·ved for 
future generations to re.ad. May they be an inspiration to Senators of 
other- States, that they, too, may rally to the support of our God-given 
ideals as set forth in the Constitution of the United States. 

If ever our countt·y needed men of courage and sterling character, it 
needs them now. You have proven yourself to be one of these, and it 
is our sincere wish that there may in the near future be more Heflins 

. in the United States Senate. 
With hearty approval and west wishes, we are, 

Attest; ' 

Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

BERKsunuo KLAN, No. 9, 
Knights of the Ku-Kltt~ Klan. 

J. C. KILMER, Secretary. 

BLOOMINGTON, ILL., February 6, 1!}27, 

Senate Bttilding, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SE;:~~ATOR: I am writing you a line congratulating you on the 

patriotic stand you have taken in reference to the Mexican affair. 
Thanks to God that we have at least one Senator who deems it nn

n~cessary to knuckle down to Roman.ism. God be with you in your 
difficult task. 

Very truly yours, 
ED B. VISSERING, 

.120-; North Park Street. 
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MENOOTA1 ILL., February 11 1921. 

Hon. J. THOMAS IIEFLil'f, 
Ilnited State~~ Senator from Alabama, 

Washington, D. a. 
DE.A:R SEN.ATOB: Permit me at this time to compliment you on the 

stand you have taken in the Senate on the Mexican question. I think 
you have shown yourself to be a real American, and that you are in
terested in our country first, and even with the strong anti-American 
talking was not able to swing you from what you thought was your 
duty to teli the people of this great country. 

I feel sure that you can be depended on to stand for the bill which 
is in the Senate regarding that only native-born Americans be allowed 
to hold the offices of Senators and Congressmen. 

Let me again thank you for the stand you have taken, and it is a 
pleasure to me to let you know that the public is surely back of you 
in all such moves you make in the Senate. I remain, 

Yours very truly, 
JAs. C. BRIGGS, 

P. 0. Bow 61~. 

WAUKEGAN, ILL., Febrttary 1, 1927. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Membet· of United 8tate8 SenfEte, Washington, D. a. 
DEAB SIR : I am one just like the vast majority of honest and loving 

American citizens who in memory of the fathers that laid the corner
stone of this our great American Government and love their country 
above any country on earth-we yell, hurrah !-and the stand you have 
ta.ken against the Roman hierarchy and that American gang of Knights 
of Columbus who want to embroil us into a war with Mexico to benefit 
the Roman hierarchy. 

I want to thank you as an American for your fearlessness on the 
floor of our United States Senate to tell that sleeping body of United 
States Senators facts-the truth and nothing but the truth. Oh, I wish 
God would let in the light of true Americanism into the hearts of your 
brother .Senato!'S to rid our country forever from Roman propaganda, 
who want to kill the principles that our fathers fought and bled and 
died for. 

I.n closing I want to say, "Keep on, you good Americans; up and on 
to save our country." Hope and my blessing that the Almighty God 
will always be with you and lu!ep your precious life for our Nation in 
this tragic hour. 

Yours, Ross C. Co.AN, 
2000 W e8t W aahington Street. 

CHICAGO, ILL., February 5, 19!'1~ 

Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN', 
United States Senator from Alabama, Washington, D. a. 

DEAR SENATOR HEFLIN : May I at this time offer to you my felicita
tions in the stand taken by you on the Senate floor recently in regard 
to the present situation between the state and c~urch of Mexico, and 
the· Knights of Columbus in our great country. 

I am satisfied that it takes a big man to stand where you did and 
say the things that were heard there at that time regardless of what 
persecution may befall you. . 

Keep up the good work, Senator, and some day the populace may 
awaken to the fact that their country is being slowly but surely moved 
to the papal gardens in Rome. It will be a hard fight for those 
awake, but these broad-minded persons can be bumped good a few times 
and then the battle will be won. · 

If in printed form', I would appreciate any reading matter on the 
subject that you have. In other words, the records of your speeches. 

Truly, 
J. L. BRI!lXNL~, 

7055 St. Lawrence A venue. 

PUEBLO, COLO., Februar11 11,, 19Zi. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

United States Senator {rom Alabama, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR Sm .AND HONORABLE CITIZEN: As I have been reading your 

speeches on the floor of the United States Senate regarding the policy 
of the United States toward old ~exico, I want to extend my hearty 
congratulations for same. I regard those speeches you have made as 
an eye opener to some of the American people. I hope there is a time 
coming when I can vote for you for President of these old United 
States of America, to extend to you my appreciation for what you are 
doing for your and my country. 

I will say I am a Republican, but the kind of a Republican that wlll 
vote a Democratic ticket, which I have done· in the past, and expect 
to do in the future. As words will not express my respect for you, I 
will extend my very best wishes to you a long and prosperous happy 
life to you and family, and all who are near and dear to you. 

Your friends and admirers, 
MB. and Mas. F. E. HicKs, 

IJS1 Ead Second Street. 

HARRISBURG, ILL., February 51 19!7. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLTN, . 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sm: As I am a 100 per cent American and a loyal voter for 

the right man in the White House, I ask you to go your length in 
keeping out those foreigners, both women and children and men, from 
America. Keep them out of here. 

Also make the prohibition law stronger, as the people are very much 
interested in those two laws. 

Yours truly, voters of Illinois, 
MRs. and MR. W. W. FLBJHING. 

SELLECK, WASH., Feb1•uar-y 1, 19Z7. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Senator from Alabama, Wa8hington, D. a. 
DEAR Srn : I want to tell you that you are 100 per cent American. 

You are the real thing. Have guts. And I only wish you have Tom 
Watson, of Georgia, to stand with you (old Tom that was). 

I am referring to that speech you made in the Senate, when you said 
"the Catholic Church wanted war with Mexico .... 

Now, I am not going to take up your time with a lot of gu1f. You 
and BORAH would be my choice for President and Vice President next 
year. Let me add that our ship of state is in pirate hands. Coolidge 
is a wooden man. Wall Street and the Pope run the United States. 
Mr. HEFLIN, you have courage. I will take off my hat to you. I wish I 
knew you. There is one man in this county that knows you. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Yours, 

am a Mason and Moose. 
F. B. SlDELINGEB. 

EAST CANTERBURY, N. H., Febrttary 8, 191!1. 
Hon. 1. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Waahington, D. a. 
DEAR SIR: I wish to congratulate you on your stand on the Mexican 

question and to thank you for your speeches. 
I hope, for the sake of these good old United States, that you will 

fight it to a finish. 
I surely wish when we next vote on a President I could have the 

extreme pleasure of voting for yoU:, and I am usually on the Republican 
side. 

I wish our Senator MosEs had half of ·your courage on this question. 
Yours, 

EUGENE G. HAIGiiT. 

NATIONAL CITY, CALIF. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFJ,IN, 

Senator from Alabama, W11shington, D. a. 
DEAR SIR: Many, many thanks for your stand in the Senate against 

the growing menace of the Roman Catholic Church. 
May God bless you. 
We need a man like you for President of the United States.· 

JAMES LYON. 

KNOXVILLE, TENN., February !, 192'1. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HRFLIN, 

Wash-ington, D. a. 
DEAR Sm: I am a Republican and an ex-Union soldier, but I want ,to 

approve every word you have uttered concerning the Knights of Co· 
lumbus and Catholics. 

I would like to vote for you for President. 
AN AMERICAN. 

WHITE PIGEON, MICH., February 16, 1!fZ1. 
Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Waahington, D. 0. 
HoNORABLE Sm: It gave me a great deal of pleasure when I read 

your speech and the stand you took in the Senate and defended our 
American principles and showed to the world that America was not to 
be dominated by Roman rule. 

I am glad to know that we have such men as you in our Senate Hall 
at Washington, and I feel that you have a host of Americans who 
honor you in the stand you have taken, and that they are asking God 
to give you strength and courage to stand by your guns. 

Allow me to congrfJ,tnlate you. 
I hope you will realize that you have millions wpo are anxious for 

your su.ccess. 
America needs at this time men of your type, and I hope that your 

own State will see to it that you are kept in the honorable seat that 
you now have. 

If you have any tracts on the Mexican situation I would be glad to 
receive some. 

Never lower your standard. 
Your& Very sincerely. E. C. BROOKWAY. 
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ELGIN, ILL., February 14, 19't1. 

Senator J. THOIIIAS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR MR. II»FLIN: I was so glad to read of your speech to the Senate; 
and if only more men who call themselves true Americans would be 
strong to stand against the many foes of our Government and our home 
life we might feel safer. · 

I am glad you have the conrage of your convictions and are not 
afraid to stand for what you know is right. It does take courage, as 
we all realize ; and perhaps it will help you and strengthen you to 
know that you have tJ:ie prayers and backing of many thousands of 
people who can see the many subtle foes that attack us on all sides, 
but who are not in authority to strike at these except by our vote, and 
to cheer you who are fearless to speak the troth. Many who have 
seemed indifferent and skeptical were stirred to action by your speech. 

May God give you added s'trength and courage to stand for right 
always. 

Yours truly, 
E. W. MASON. 

WHITE PumoY, MICH., February 16, 192'1. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

WQshingtott, D. C. 
MY . DEAR SIR: Have been reading several accounts of· your stand on 

the Mexican situation and wish . to commend you for sanie. 
I am heartily in accord with you and can not help but believe that 

there are some direct representatives of the Pope of Rome back of the 
movement to try to get the United States in war with Mexico. · 

More power to you. 
Respectfully yours, 

CHARLES SISSON. 

CHICAGO, ILL., February 15, 19!1. 
Bon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

United States Senator from Alabama, 
Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE SIR: We as American citizens are indebted to you for the 
noble stand you are so ardently taking in upholding the ·principles upon 
whi~h our_ country was founded. We regret that our fair State of 
Illinois which produced such noble men as Lincoln, Grant, and Logan 
has not at this time a Representative who could stand by you and 
assist you in this great patriotic work you are so nobly doing. 

May Divine Providence guide and protect you until you have accom
pllshed your God-given mission and success has crowned your efforts. 

With deepest gratitude to you, our country's defender, we are 
Most sincerely yours, 

DR. and MRS. 0. L. MEDSKER, 
1011,3 South State Street. 

ST. JOHNS, MICH., February 15, 1927. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Washington, D. a. 
ESTEEMED FRlEND AND TRUE AMIIIRlCAN: I wish to congratulate you 

for the courageous stand you have taken in the Senate in regard to 
the Mexican trouble, and other true American ideals. 

I pray and hope other Senators will have the backbone to take the 
stand that you have. 

Wishing you Godspeed in your work, I remain faithfully ever to 
assist you. 

CHARLES MUNGER. 

[Telegram] 
SCOTIDALIII, PA., Febrt4-ary 18, 1921. 

Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 

Hearty congratulations on your stand on the Mexican situation. 
One thousand voters, both men and women, in this vicinity applaud 
your stand. 

J. A. KELLEY. 

CHICAGO, ILL., February; 15, 19!1. 
United States Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Senate Chamber, Washit!gton, D. 0. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: May I be permitted to express to you my sin

cere approval and thanks for your stand on the Mexican situation. 
We need more men like you who have the courage of their convictions. 
Let us keep our hands otf in other country's internal affairs. We 

have had enough of war. Let us live in peace with our neighbors. 
I am, at your service, sir, a soldier. 

Sincerely, 
/ G. H. AL'IlXANDJCB. 

LXVIII--261 

MILES CITY, MoNT., February 15, 192'1. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, Washington, D. a. 

DEAR Sm: If you bave the speech you made exposing tbe Knights 
of Columbus and their propaganda, will you please send me a big bunch 
of them? 

I have just received 100 copies from Senator WHEELER and his speech 
on Nicaragua, and I have asked him for 100 more. 

You have no idea how you are appreciated among the real Americans. 
We begin to realize what you and BORAH and WHEELER and a few 
others have done for America. If it had not been for you fellows put
ting the brakes on some of those un-American Senators, we would now 
be at war with Mexico and Central America. Our immigration law 
would have been torn to pieces and many of the measures that have 
been introduced that are not for the welfare of America. 

We need lots of watch dogs like you fellows. The trouble is we don't 
appreciate you enough. But pay no attention tQ that; continue being 
Americans. 

Sincerely yours, 
W AR~ER FIELD. 

LAKE CHARLES, LA., February 15, 19!7. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HE.FLlN, 

Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SENATOR: Wish to congratulate you gn the speeches you made 
and stand you took on the Mexican question. 

Burn them up, Tom. 
We people of Louisiana that are not Catholic are with you to a 

finish. 
. If possible to have your speeches published in pamphlet form, would 

like to get about a hundred copieS to distribute. 
Attach a clipping from the Beaumont (Tex.) Enterprise of the 15th 

of February. 
The New Orleans papers are too much Catholic. They won't pub

lish anything that is against the Catholic Church. They only give 
your speeches a few lines and twist it up so that you would think all 
the Senate was against you. At the same time they publish a column 
and a half interview of a Catholic priest that arrived in New York 
who had been run out of Mexico. 

Tom,' we are all with you and suppose the Alabama people are also, 
or they have changed since I left tbe old State. 

With best wishes, 
Yours truly, 

Senator J. THOMAS HEFLlN, 
Wmthington, D. 0. 

THOMAS S. TYLER. 

READING, PA., Febr1tary 13, 19!1. 

DEAR SIR : As a subscriber of the Fellowship Forum and a keen ob
server of Roman Catholicism (political) I have noticed with much 
admiration your brave stand before men against one of this country's 
worst enemies-Jesuitical Romantsm. 

All honor to you. 
Det me say that my brother-in-law Is a Regular Army man now sta

tioned in Texas, and a former Roman Catholic, a member now of the 
Lutheran Church, and I can tell you for him. He does not desire to 
outrage by force a weaker people and nation whose principal offense 
against this country seems to have been to displease a few American 
oil capitalists (many of whom are Roman Catholic) and the fact that 
she has thrown oft' the yoke of political Romanism. Nor do I care to 
see Mexico invaded by the United States. My wife was raised in a 
Roman Catholic institution in Philadelphia, although born a Lutheran, 
and her brother also went through a similar experience, and they are 
both very well satisfied to be dissociated with the one big church, as it 
is sometimes called-a system political and penurious, misnamed per
haps, but a system just the same. 

If you are knifed in the back, or your life is taken in some other way, 
there are thousands upon thousands of real Americans who stand for 
fiag and country ~rst who will avenge you and carry on. . 

I am a taxpayer and a property owner in two cities of this great 
country of ours and have a family of three girls and one boy who are 
all able to salute the fiag and say they owe allegiance to none other 
nor -to any foreign -power. 

I was raised in the public schools and so will my children be raised 
and if Mexico is now going in strong for public schools, I would sa; 
that alone shows well-balanced political and educational minds in 
back of the destinies of Mexico. 

I would gladly sacrifice all I have to the cau~e you represent if 
ever the time comes when a choice must be made between America or 
the Pope. 

I am not alone in these principles for there are millions of · good 
A~peri_~ans _who f~l ~ewise, but do not write it. 
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Do not worry about idle t!treats or taunts from a gang of -thugs and 

cross backs for in their hearts they are all yellow. It is true there are 
a few exceptions. 

Yours for God, home, and country, 
EDWARD RIDDELL CO~LIIlY, 

Republican. 

Having several good Americans at band while I write this letter, 
have asked them if they care to express to you their approval of my 

sentiments by their signatures below. (Nine others.) 
P. S. : Most of the signatures to this letter are Republicans as I am, 

but Protestants first, last, and always, and if Smith of New York is 
defeated for the Democratic nomination by McAdoo, then three cheers 
for our next President for he will get as many Republican votes as 
President Wilson received. 

The names I wish you would keep in yolll.' confidence. As for mine, 
I do not care, but the others could be affected more or less. 

Ron. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. a. 

URBA:)fA, ILL., February 15, 1921. 

DEAP. Srn : I take gr£at pleasure in thanking you for the stand you 
have taken in regard to the Mexico situation. 

I again congratulate you for standing for what is right and just. 
If we only had more Senators like you, this country would have no 

fear. 
May God bless you is my earnest prayer. 

Ever your friend, 

Ron. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Wa-shington, D. a. 

GEORGE W. JOHNSON. 

HONCUT, BUTTE COUNTY; CALIF., 
February 5, 19!"1. 

DEAR SIR: The consensus of opinion with Protestant Democrats in 
this section is, you should hold your own, IINFLIN. "Don't give it up to 
slaves." • • • That this Nation, the best in all creation, if it was 
not for HEFLL"'f and men snch as he, would go to the {}evil sure. That 
JIM REED by change about has proved his undoing. That we have got I 
his number now; that he is a wolf in sheep's clothing, and we have no 
further use for him now; that he won't be one of the immortals to 
reach the heavenly shore. So hold your own, HEFLIN. 

JIM REED's political career is ended here forevermore. JIM REED 
probably thought in c.<tse be was nominated for President he might 
obtain Catholic votes in this section. Some Democrats here seem to 
think JIM is an Irishman. I asked several of them what made them 
think so, and they said JIM was "agin " the Government on the Mexi
can situation, and that every Irishman that came to our shores was 
'' agin" the Government; and JIM's associates are Irish. 

• • • Jut is in a bad fix here, and if things are in as bad shape 
over the rest of the country .JtM never could be eleeted if he snc
ceeded in getting the nomination. Why, there are Democrats here-
wets-who say they would not vote fox JIM if they never had another 
drink. I am going to write to JIM and tell him what the Dem.ocl'8.ts 
here think ot him, and advise him instead of trying to secure the nomi
nation for himself to use his influence to secure the nomination of 
some 100 per cent American. My choice for President, Senator HEFLIN; 
Vice President, Senator EDWARDS_, of New Jersey. 

Yours truly, 
LE ROOY PICKERING. 

P. S. : I don't belong to any fraternal organization, so no one can 
think there is any Ku-Klux Klan about this. 

DAVIS, S. DAK., Jcnw.ary 31, 19tr7. 

Ron. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. a. 

· DEAR SIR: I want to write you a few lines of tha~ks for the stand 
you have taken in the Mexican and Nicaraguan affair. 

Our Senator, Mr. NORBECK, sent me the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
January 13 and 14; part of your speech was ill it. It says you spoke 
further and your remarks we· l In the Appendix. I did not get that 
part, but I know it was equally as good. 

• • • (Hats oft' to Mr. IINFLIN.) I am glad there is at least one 
that will stand up for the truth. I only hope you can wake up some 
of the other fellows and get them to back you up. For if we don't get 
some action, I am afraid in the time to come we will have a government 
Hke Mexico. May the people of your State see fit to keep you in the 
Senate or put you in the presidential chair, and may God give you the 
strength and courage to stick to _the truth and our Constitution. 

Very since~ely yours, 
E. C. DE VRIES, Bo:z; Sf, 

I 

Hon. J. TH0111AS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. a. 

DllAR SENATOR: I note with great satisfaction your svceeh in the 
Senate. If only Illinois had one Senator who had the .nerve to speak 
the truth as we know the facts to be. I certainly admire men of your 
make-up and regret only a very few take the time to write you saying 
how pleased they were with your speech. Yet I know millions in 
their own minds .say, " Hurrah for HEFLIN!" I only wish we could 
get a candidate of your caliber for President. 

While you are from Alabama, I just felt I must write and tell you 
how pleased I was. 

Respectfully you~ 
JOHN W. COOPEB. 

JONESBORO, IND., Feb?'U-at·u 10, 19'!7. 
Hon. Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Washington, D. a. 
DEAR SIR A~'D PATRIOT: I ha•e read your last speech on the floor 

when you again exposed the Knights of Columbus, and I want to say it 
was worlderful and what we have needed for several years. Oh, if we 
just had more men down there with a like amount of backbone. Then 
to think that a dirty, fat-bellied priest would be allowed to sit in the 
gallery and hiss you-it makes a real American boil. 

The attached clipping will show you that the man Chipps who threat
ened Reverend Norris ·was a Knight of Columbus of the dirtiest type. 
This is something the cowardly daily press never gave to the public. 
However, had be been a Mason or Knight of Pythias the fact would 
have been spread nation-wide. 

In the Terre Haute Star Everett Watkins called you the greatest 
demagogue of all time and the greatest embarrassment of the Demo
cratic Party. I say he is off his base. Mr. HEFLIN, I have been a Re
publican all my life and my father and grandfather were before me, 
but it has arrived at the place now where I say to hell with the party, 
I am now for the man who will do his best to save this glorious 
country from the clutches of the Pope, tbe greatest enemy of -all. 

If the Democrats will put up some one for President who is anti
Catholic; they ean defeat Coolidge. I could never vote for him again. 

Yours for more power, 
H. H. PETTY, 

P. S. : You were right; if they ever stab you, it will be in the back. 
Be careful ; you know they got Lincoln, McKlnley, grand Mayor Gaynor, 
and many others. 

H. H. P. 

Ron. J. THOS. HEFLIN, 
Senator from .Alabama. 

DEAR SIR: I write to say I am a Republican-get that. But by the 
eternal gods, I vow-swear-promise, and proclaim that if the Demo
cratic Party will nominate you in 1928 for the presidency, I'll vote and 
support you and do my best to elect you-get that, too-and I voice 
the sentiments of millions who (like yourself) are American enough 
to· put patriotism above party. 

With best wishes, I am 
Very truly yours, 0. P. 1\IEGAHA::-<, 

Bo:c ~5, New aastle, Pa. 
FEBBUARY 5, 1927. 

CHICAGO, ILL., Februa1'1J 10, 19in. 
Hon . .J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR HoNORABLE Sm : I, and all our grand lodge of Masons, rejoice 

and glory in your glorious, gallant, and truly patriotic stand you have 
taken on the Mexican trouble and other causes you have espoused for 
the greater good and justice of the American people. 

The dreadful Catholic hierarchy should no longer crush and degrade 
poor Mexicans. Enough said is sufficient unto the day thereof. May 
your star rise like that of Napoleon, but never fall like his. Yours is 
of the soul brotherhood of Cresar, Cromwell, Gustavus Adolphus, Gam
belli, Mirabeau, Garibaldi, Kosciusko, Simon Bolivar, William Lloyd 
Garrison, Washington, Jefferson, Jackson, Lincoln, Lee, Tilden, Bryan, 
the fearless defender of the faith of the righteous. 

I venture that 6,000,000 Masons would gladly proclaim you the next 
President of these United States if they could. 

Bless you and your work, 
ROY !GO, 

#21 Norlll Racine Avenue. 

EVANSVILLE, IND., February 8, 19~. 
Senator J. ~'HOMAS HEFLIN, 

Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SIR : I have read in the dally paper ot your noble defense of 
our beloved country in behalf of our sister Republic, Mexico, for which : 

I 
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I thank Y<>U. You deserve great praise and· admiration. Everyone I 
meet is speaking in praise of you, except the Catholics, and they are 
not saying much. 

I hope some time you will be President of these United States. 
Alabama is my natiV"e State, but I have been living in Indiana for 
30 years. 

I wish you great success and boldness in righteousness. 
S. A. BALLARD, 

1003 West Iowa Street. 

PON~'IAC, MICH., February 5, 192'1. 
Hon. SENATOR HEFLIN, 

Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR : As an American, a Protestant, and a believer in 
democracy, I wish to commend you in your defense of the truth in 
showing up the Knights of Columbus and the Catholic hierarchy in 
their effort to embroil this country in war with poor old Mexico
Mexico, that has been exploited by high finance and kept in subjection 
and ignorance for hundreds of years by Catholicism, the father of slav
ery and superstition. I would to God that we had more Senators 
that had the backbone to stand for the best interests of our beloved 
homeland. I would like t<> invite the Senators of our United States of 
America to listen to a verse of L<>ngfellow's : 

" In the world's broad field of battle, 
In the bivouac of life, 

Be not like dumb-driven cattle, 
Be a hero in the strife." 

Bow many Senators are playing the rOle of " hero " ? How many 
are on the firing line to free this Nation from the influence of the 
Pope and his followers-the Catholic priests? Let us ask ourselves : 
Are we going to be like "dumb-driven" cattle (driven ·to the slaughter 
without a protest), or are we going to be a "hero " in the strife? If 
we are Protestants, let us protest; if we believe in democracy, let us 
fight its enemy (with the truth), Catholicism. 

Y<>urs for the United States of America; let her be helpful to her 
weak neighbors, not detrimental. 

JOHN H. GARRETT, 
198 Willow Avenue. 

BROWNSVILLE, TEX., January 28, 19?:7. 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFUN, 
Washington, D. C. 

DDAR SENATOR HEFLIN : I would like to shake your hand as the 
greatest patriot to-day in the United States Senate. I thank God for 
one honest man not afraid to champion the right. 

War with Mexico would be the greatest sin we could engage in. We 
would only be defending the Pope and his cohorts in Mexico against an 
inoffensive, helpless people struggling for freedom, liberty, and educa
tion. 

May God bless you in your efforts for your people. 
Most respectfully, J. H. DRIVER, 

A retired medical doctor. 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. 0. 

1ANU.A.RY 31, 1927. 

DEAR Sra : Thank you for your timely and forceful utterances on 
Rome's effort to get us into war with Mexico. 

We are all for you in your fearless attacks <>n Roman Catholicism's 
bold efforts to Romanize the Republic. The country's deepest need is 
more men in Congress with your foresight and patriotism. 

Success to you. 
Millions of loyal patriots back you up. 

Yours sincerely, A. A. DEL.A.RM, 
Pastor First Baptist Church, 01naha, Nebr. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., February 2, tm. 
United States Senator J. T. HEFLIN, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR : Is it possible for you to furnish me with a number 

of copies of your speech on the Mexican war situation, which was 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on January 25? A friend 
showed me the RECORD last night and after showing that copy to the 
Episcopal bishop from Chattanooga, Tenn., Rev. James M. Maxon, 
who happens to be lecturing here, he asked to keep that copy and 
expects to use it in helping to drive out the present war devil that 
seems to possess certain people. I could use 1,000 copies of that 
speech if you had them to spare. 

Every citizen of the United States is to be congratulated that we 
have to-day, in this national crisis, in the United States Senate a 
mau of your courage and stamina, who is not afraid to speak the 
truth even if it strikes at the most powerful influences on earth. 

Very truly yours, 
PAUL F. DEHNEL. 

MANAWA, WIS., January !9, 19'?:"1. 
Hon. J. THOUAS HEFLIN, 

Washi11gto1t, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR HEFLIN: I am sending you this card in behalf of 

myselt and a number of other citizens here; and we want to congratu
late you on your speech in which you expose the underhanded work o~ 
the Knights of Columbus trying to involve this country in war with 
Mexico, in behalf of the Pope and the Catholic Church. 

We take ol'f our bats to you, Senator HEFLIN, and may God be with 

I
. you. 

Very sincerely, 
Hr COLWELL. 

BILLINGS, MONT., January Z'l, 191!7. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Me-rnber of Congress, Wash·lngton, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR: Inclosed please find a short testimonial signed by 

19 representative citizens of Billings. 
These few men constitute but a very small number of the local 

people who heartily indorse your stand on the problems of Central 
America. 

I have been pleased to sign it and, at their request, to forward same 
to you. 

Sincerely yours, 
EARL V. CLINE, 

Bect·etary, Ancient and Accepted Scottish 
Rite of Freemasonry. 

Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. C. 

AVENEL, N. J., January SO, 19irl. 

DEAR SIR : This afternoon I attended a religious service, where there 
was a large gathering of people, and I beard your remarkable speech 
read, which you gave at the Senators' meeting. This was read from 
a newspaper clipping. 

I want to take this occasion to thank you for this wonderful speech, 
for it shows that you are a man of grit and courage. 

I am thankful that we have such a man as you for a Senator, for 
God knows we need you. 

Respectfully yours, 
1\fR. AND MRS. ALBERT ALBERTSEN, 
MR. A~D MRS. EDWARD WALTERS, 

6 Fifth Avenue. 

One bundre~ per cent Americans. 

MAQUOKETA, IowA, Februat·y 9, 1927. 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Membet· of Congress, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR : After reading the last two issues of the Fellow
ship Forum I can not help but think that it is my patriotic duty to 
commend you for the noble work that you are doin'g. 

I believe that you have done more to uphold the principles of our 
forefathers, and to expose the rottenness of those who pledge allegiance 
to a foreign foe, than any other man that ever stood on the floors of 
Congress. 

The threatening letters that you have received are but evidence of 
the tactics they will pursue in order to either rule or ruin, and is the 
strongest argument in favor of a deportation bill and the tightening of 
our immigration laws. 

. Keep up the good fight and rest assured of the approval of millions 
of loyal American citizens. I only wish that we had a man like you in 
the White House. 

Yours in unfailing bonds, 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
TVaslz.ittgton, D. 0. 

W. W. OGDEN. 

TACOMA, WASH., January 31, 1JJ2"1. 

DEAR SENATOR HEFLIN : This is just a word of encouragement to you 
for your stand recently taken in the Mexican question. 

The Protestant world ought to know by this time what the real 
trouble in that poor benighted country is, and certainly we as citizens 
of a freedom-loving United States ought to be the last to oppose them 
in gaining for themselves the freedom we ourselves have demanded. 

Glad you made the exposure, and .I am writing to say that you do 
not stand alone and you have the admiration of countless thousands 
who glory in your courage to tell the truth of the matter as you see 
it. Would that we had a few more men who would stand by their con
victions and say the thing they know to be true. 

More strength to your arm. 
Fraternally yours, 

Rev. GEORGm F. POLLOCK, M. E. Pastor. 



4140 OONGRESSION AL RECORD-SEN ATE FEBRUABY 18 
PORT GIBSON~ Miss.~ Febrt4,ary !, ~'ZI. 

Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Wa.shington, D. a. 

DEAR SmNATOX HEFLJ:N: We want you to know that we appreciate 
what you are doing for your country right now. We hall you as one 
of the bravest patriots our land has ever known for you must realize 
you are placing your life in jeopardy as long as you keep the stand 
you have taken. 

We thank God for you anu trust that you may be spared to see the 
results of your courageous attack on the greatest enemy our country 
bas ever known. 

Your very sincerely, Mr. and Mrs. R. L. JAMES. 

EL PASO,.. TEX.~ February Z~ ~27. 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. a. 

DEAR Srx : I am writing to thank you for your upstanding fight in 
this critical hour of om: country's peril. 

The subsidized press gives us very little of your speeches, but enough 
for us to realize that in you we have one patriot who is not afraid to 
speak the truth. 

"God give us more men" like yourself is the prayer of, 
Yours sincerely, 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

J. C. ZIMMER~ 
1511, Lawton .A venue. 

(Aged 90 years.) 

KALAMAZOO, MICH.~ Fe1Jrua111 8, 1.9'!:1. 

Senate ahamber~ Washington, D. a. 
DBAR SIR: Please permit me to congratulate you on the stand .,ou 

have taken, and your courage in telling the truth of the Mexican 
trouble in a way that will go down In history. There is no doubt 
that you will be persistently persecuted by the enemies your spee<:h 
will have made, and it is my earnest wish that your spirit may be 
kept courageous by expressions of confidence and approval from all 
over the country. 

We get none of the vital truths of this nature in our local paper, 
and it is a pleasure to find from some source that we have some men 
1n our Senate who are awake to the dangers that threaten our govern
mental structure. 

Sincerely yours, 

Sen a tor HEFLIN, 
Washington~ D. a. 

L. 0. MILLER, 
12.§ F'ellow8 A venue. 

ELDORADO, KANS., Februa1·y !, ~'27. 

MY DEAlt SENATOR HEFLIN: Out here In Kansas a great many men 
and women are indorsing your recent speeches before the Senate. 

May God give you strength and courage to tell the American people 
the truth. 

Very truly yours, 
LULA BENTON, 

ahairman Women's aouncU of the 
Republican aounty aentraZ Committee. 

WATER\ILLE, ME., January SO, ~21. 

United States Senator HEFLI:.~ 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SENATOR: I take much pleasure in writing you these few 
words expressing my personal approval of your splendid stand ·and 
courage against the Knights of Columbus propaganda that is being 
broadcasted throughout this country for war with Mexico. There 
are many speakers that are doing their utmost to persuade the public 
mind their way, but thank God the Orange Order and Ku-Klux Klan
and your honorable stand of a few days ago-has enlightened the 
minds of the people to a point where SC<?tt or any other lecturer can 
not sway them. 

This is a personal letter from just a common day laborer, but I 
express the feelings of thousands of Maine's best citizens, millions 
of Protestants in this fair country of ours. 

The people are following this Mexico question very closely. Your 
debates, also, those of Senators BORAH, LA FOLLETTE, and Congress
man HuDDLESTON, are read In many lodge rooms. 

1 trust that you and other Representatives will carry on to the 
very last until truth and light will be the blessings unto all the poor 
Mexicans and the Word of God will be tree to all. 

Very sincerely yours, 
AltCHilil E. SMITH. 

SCHILLEB PARK~ ILL., February 1.2~ 1!J1:1. · 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Washington, D. a. 
HoNORABLE Sm: It takes a man to do a man's work. • • • The 

public in general bad its eyes opened by your wondcrtul exposure in the 
Senate recently underlying the true motives for' all the trouble in both 
Mexico and Nicaragua, both friendly countries, glad and willing to liv<:' 
at peace with us if we but mind our own business and keep on our side 
of the fence. 

The great rank and tile of Americans do not understand fully what 
is at the bottom of all the trouble with Mexico, namely, the Catholic 
Church, and more particularly its priesthood, with its pernicious Inter
ference in governmental matters, and so the Knights of Columbus are 
willing to spend millions to embroil this country in war with a friendly 
national that Uncle Sam might pull the Pope's chestnuts out of the tire. 

Real Americans appreciate and are thankful that men like you, 
Senator HEFLIN, stand on guard to keep the country informed; a man 
that is brave enough to come right out in the open and put your 
finger on the sore spot and call it by its right name. I am speaking 
only for myself but you can rest assured that your gallant action will 
be cherished and rewarded by millions of real Americans even it they 
do not write you or congratulate you in person. True, you are not 
making a lone stand in this matter as you have a number of able 
comrades in both House and Senate, but nevertheless I wish to thank 
you. 

There is nothing wrong 1n the people having a perfect right to peti
tion Members of Congress, but it is criminal for any sect or society to 
try, through propaganda, to throw a country into war through lying and 
deceit. 

Respecttully yours, 
0. E. LoEK. 

REDONDO BEACH~ CALIF., 
February 10, 19!1. 

United States Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN_, 
Wa8Mngtan, D. a. 

RoN. MR. HEFLIN: The Redondo Beach Men's Club, In meeting as
sembled on last Wednesday evening, February 9, unanimously approved 
the wonderful stand you have taken on the floor of the Senate on the 
Mexican question and the sptrit of true Americanism shown In your 
attitude. 

Peoples possessed with the spirit of 100 per cent Americanism can 
and should appreciate the worth of men like you, who dare to stand 
for the right. 

God give us men. 
Yours sincerely, 

C. C. Crunns, Secretary. 

CHICAGO, ILL.~ January G, 19?1. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN~ 

United Statell Senator, Senate Buildi.ng, Wa8hingto1~, D. a. 
HoNORABLE SIR : I extend to you my sincerest congratulations fol' 

the stand you have taken on the Mexico and Catholic situation. 
It is comforting to know there are still a few red-blooded Americans 

in our beloved Caf)itol with backbone enough to stand up for what 
our forefathers fought for. 

It is too bad that the majority of the Protestant population bas 
acquired the sleeping sickness. 

Keep up the good work. I am, 
Yours very truly, 

A. L. SuGGETT, 1~69 Oarmcn Ave ll Ue. 

EVANSTON~ ILL., February 7, 19£7. 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLI:.~ 
United Statell Senator, Wa8hington, D. a. 

DEAR MR. SENATOR: Please accept my heartiest congratulations for 
the frank and honorable stand you have taken on Americanism. 

There is no alternative for a real American. 
You are not alone in your convictions and it would please me 

to know that our honorable Senator from Illinois would see the light 
and help shoulder the fight with you. 

Again extending my congratulations, and best wishes, I nm 
Yours very truly, 

Senator HEFLIN, 
Waahington.~ D. a: 

A. A. BERNAHL. 

BUFFALO~ N. Y., February 1~, 1921. 

MY DEAB SENATOR: You and I are on ditierent sides of the f ence 
politically, but I want to thank you most heartily for your stand on 
the Mexican matter. It is time some one spoke up in meeting and 
bad the courage of his convictions. There is absolutely n.o doubt that 
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the Knights of Columbus would gladly push us into a war for the 
sake of their damnable superstition. P. S., miscalled "religion." 

Of course, in this priest-ridden city . we have seen nothing of what 
you sajd, except a short report, which probably got through by accident, 
and which doubtless makes for a bad time for the o1render. 
· If a man is arrested in this city for some trivial offense, the news

papers will beadllne "Klansman accused of crime," and in the body of 
the article will say "The accused is believed to belong to the Ku-Klux 
Klan." But a r.omanist is accused of murder, convicted, and appeals. 
The papers refer to him as " the accused cleric.'• 

I have made this sugge.-,tion to several Knights of Columbus : " If you 
want to clean up Mexico," their phrase. "why not send down your 
gallant knights, with their cocked bats and tin swords, and show them 
what you are worth?" Not them! 

It is said your life Is threatened. Threatened men live long, and 
those fellows are too wise to try anything of the sort. It would stir 
things up-the last thing they want. 

With best wishes. 
Very truly yours. 

F. E. · WILLIAMS. 

LEO!.u:s~:vrmt. MAss., Feb1·uary 1.3, 19~. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Settator, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SIR: Words can not express the high admiration I have for you 

in regard to the Mexican situation. Anyone who isn't afraid to get up 
and tell the truth. no matte1· how much opposition, certainly deserves 
commeuda tion. 

I only wish we had more men like you at the bead of our gL·eat 
country. I have many friends and relatives here that have voiced their 
opinions, and they feel exactly as I do about it. 

Please keep up your good work. Surely God will be with you, and 
you will win in the end. 

Very truly yours, 
Mr. and l\.lrs. HAROLD E. POWERS, 

Ilon. J". THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. 0. 

18 Bo1cen Place. 

AMBOY, MINN., Februar11 14, 19Wl. 

D~ SIR : I am writing you this to show that some of us appreciate 
the stand you have taken in the :Mexican situation. Although the 
papists and Knights of Columbus may be making a lot of noise, the 
real Americans are behind you. 

'!'here are 6 votes at our house. Should you ever aspire for some· 
tiling more than Senator you can - count on us. And lots of friends 
and neighbors think the same as we do. 

May God bless you and all your interests. May He also give more 
men at Washington the courage to stand up for the best interests ot 
the good old United States of America. 

I remain, 
Your very· truly, JoSEPH C. DETHLOFF. 

TOPEKA, KA-sS., Febr·uat·y 1J,J 1.9!!7. 
Senator J". THOMAS HEFLIN, 

WasMnuton, D. C. 
MY DEAR SE"SATOR HEFLI:-<: I want to congratulate you on your 

recent speeches in the Senate. 
I understand thoroughly just how much com·age it took to make 

those speeches. I understand this because I have watched eagerly in 
the press and also in the CoNGRESSIO~AL RECORD to find some such 
stand by our own Kansas statesmen, and found nothing. 

It -was a matter which required courage to discuss frankly and sin· 
cerely from all angles. 

Your speech was pretty well cove1·ed by the Fellowship Forum, and 
your stand will be approved and appreciated by loyal American citizens 
all over the country. 

Thanking you for your stand and splendid courage in this mat· 
ter, I am 

Yours most sincerely, 
LILA DAY MOXROE, 

Jilditor KatUJa& Woman's Journal. 

ROSELLE P ABK, N. J ., February 6J 1.9?:7. 
Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Washingto-n, D. C. 
DEAR SIR : Thank God for men like you. Let us hope others will 

soon follow in your footsteps and not be afraid to speak the truth. 
For every hiss of the Roman Catholic priest, remember you have the 

blessings and prayers of a million Protestant Americans. 
You have started the good work. Keep it up. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. J"E:o<"i\IE A. CHnrsTIA.N. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., Jl'ebr11ary 7, 19t:l. 
fion. J. THOJIIAS HEFLI!i, 

United States Senate, Wasl1ington, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR : I congratulate you on your stand for Americanism. 
Thank God that at least one State will elect a man who is not afraid 

to tell the truth. 
More power to Alabama and to her Senator, J. THOMAS HEFLI~. 

Respectfully yours, 
W. L. McCONOllfY, 

11,11 Jerome Street. 

BRIDGEPORT, CONN., February 1, 19!1. 
lion. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR: I have read with great concern several accounts of 

the religious issue and debate on the Mexican policy between you and 
Senator COPELAND. 

And I wish to say I agree with you on every point on this subject. 
The Knights of Columbus are the most egotistical, flamboyant, untrue, 
and destructive organization we have on our shores of America to-day. 
And they are working day and night to put their ·• Faithful " AI 
Smith up for nomination for President in the coming election. 

• • • • • • • 
I take great pleasure in writing you that I admire you as a " two-

fisted, red-blooded. full-fledged, fighting American,'• and you make a 
good example for other Senators to follow. And the good people back 
home in Alabama, your State, can feel proud and look upon you with 
much _pride in presenting you with this office of high honor, as you 
are now engaged in the most serious fight o! your life of which you 
are and will be successful. 

Wishing you all the success and good health there is in this world 
a-nd that some day the White House may be your home. 

Yours very respectfully, 
HOWARD E. GREY, 

1-~ Washington A:r:en11e. 

Los ANGELES, CALrrr., January 29, 19'n. 
Bon. J. THOMAS HEFLI:of, 

Senator ('rom Alabama, WasMngton, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: Please be advised that your stand on the present Mexican 

situation, as reported in our local press of to-day, bas struck a 
responsive chord of approval at this distant point. 

The undersigned feel that it is about time that some of our repre
sentatives who are :fortunate enough to possess a degree of what may 
be caHed " a,bdominal fortitude " in lieu of the more popular expres
sion, to publicly declare some of the real facts in connection with this 
situation. 

We offer this, therefore, a.s ou1· expression of approval, encouragement, 
and moral support. 

Respectfully submitted. 
FIRE DEPAl!T~IENT, 

I. B. TRUII:SDEL, 
First Ass-istant Chief. 

B. M. BLAKil, 

Second Assi.stant (Jhie(. 
F. SHIRLEY, 

E~»ect~tive Ol.erk. 

Sm:smY, NEBR., Feb1'ttary 12, 1921. 
Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Unitetl States Stmate, Washit~gton, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: Only wishing I could pat you on the back for 

your stand in the Mexican situation. I just want to tell you that 
Nebraska stands all most solid with you. 

You surely have the mo:r_al support of the Nebraska Protestant people. 
Yours very truly, 

J". M. NELSO:S. 

SANTA CLARA, CuBA, Felwuar-y 1!!, 19~7. 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
United States Senate, Washingto-n, D. C. 

MY DEAR BROTHER: I note that you have done your plain simple 
duty when such work was needed. I thank you for it. I was re
quired to close my Methodist school, The Peoples Institute last Febru
ary, in Piedras Negras, Mexico, and have had some opportunity to 
study Romanism in Mexico, the United States, and now in Cuba. I 
hope you will keep clear of the foolish notion that Romanism is better 
in the United States than in Catholic countries. I think it is mor~ 
impudent there than anywhere. 

What I started out to say is this : I can give you the law of the 
Catholic Church, up to date, authoritative, imperative to the effect 
that it is a mortal sin generally for a Catholic to vote for any man 
who defends liberty of conscience. liberty of worship. liberty of the 
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press, and that 1t is the duty of all good Catholics to extirpate any 
newspaper that defends liberty of worship, liberty of conscience, or 
liberty of the press. I can show you where it is a fundamental law 
of the Catholic Church to lie and commit perjury in the interests ~or 

the church, and where the Catholic Church has the right to authorize 
the killing of a contumacious heretic. 

When a Catholic Senator objected to your accusations by stating 
that he voted as he pleased he did not touch sides nor bottom of the 
issue. The Catholic scheme makes deliberate provisions for granting 
freedom to any prominent member, so that he may not be called to 
account by his priest; that does not touch the question as to the 
authority of the priests over their members. I can give the published 
law on that. You will find my name in the report I gave in the 
Fellowship . Forum some three weeks ago as to Mexico. 

I shall be glad to hear from you. 
Yery sincerely yours, 

J. A. PHILLIPS, 
Pastor, Banta Clara Charge¥ Cttban Conference, 

Methodist Episcopal ahut·ch South. 

CLAIUil~"DON HILLs, Iu., Februa111 1-J, 1!127. 
Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR HoNORABLE Sm.: I wish in this manner to congratulate you 

on the splendid speech which you made on the Mexican situation on 
January 21, 1927, and to assure yon that all good American citizens 
appreciate that we have men of your type in the Congress of this 
great United States of America. 

A man who can unflinchingly stand before the assemblage o.f our 
Representatives in Congress and let the truth be spoken is to my mind 
the type that is needed in our cow1try to-day. 

You t!an well be assured that you are merely reviving the spirit of 
the Father of our Country, George Washington, whom we will soon honor 
the birth anniversary of, and it is indeed fitting at this time to pause 
and try to perpetuate the visions of the character and loyalty of the 
first President of the United States of America. 

The Monroe doctrine can be applied also to selfish individuals who 
will barter our freedom for political reasons in the guise of a sacred 
religion. 

May God bless you in your stand in that which history has proven 
is the foundation of our peaceabte liberty. 

Yours sincerely, P. T. Lti'\'l>IDl. 

MIAMI~ ARiz .• February 5, 19l7. 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLI:-i, 
Senate (Jhamber~ Wasl1ington, D. 0. 

DEAR SIR: We, the undersigned citizens of the State of Arizona, 
wish to extend our congratulations and hearty indorsement of your 
stand in the Senate relative to controversy between onr Government 
and the Government of Mexico. 

You certainly expressed our ideas and beliefs in the matter. 
Yours very truly, C. 0. GLOVER 

(And 19 others). 

HAVEIIHlLL, :MASS., Febrttar1} 15, 1927. 

lion. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. a. ~ 

DEAR SIR : To congratulate you upon your fearless and courageous 
stand that you have taken toward Americanism would indeed be a mild 
form of appreciation. 

Your endurable courage, and your excellent ability to voice that 
courage, will go far toward saving .A.melica for Americans. 

Sincerely yours, 
W.E. D. 

MINI\"EAPOLlS, MI~N., Febntary 13, 1!1;.?1. 

Senator J. THOMAS HEE'Ll~, 
United States Senate, Wa~lwngton, D. 0. 

HONORABLE Sm: It is with grateful appreciation that I read in the 
January 29 issue of the Fellowship Forum your speech before the 
Senate tn regard to the war propaganda put forth by the Roman 
Catholic organization with respect to the Mexican question. 

The searchlight of truth, which was so turned on the darkest of 
manipulations and human policies, brings to the slowly awakening 
American mind the necessity of more light. That you should be 
tlooded with threats is only natural, and that you may be assured of 
support, so tar as you walk In the ligllt of principle, from every 
righteous thinker I want to contribute my word of encouragement. 

Remember that the keynote of the last beatitude is " rejoice " in 
persecution, and Jesus's words "If a man keep my saying, he shall 
never see death," is an answer to every threat against your life, and 
JOUr endeavors toward a righteous government will be fruitful. 

Very respectfully, 
EDITH F. FO:!oi'TAlNlil. 

ST. LOUIS, Mo., Fe'bntm·y !, 1!117. 
Hon. J. THm.u.s H:ElrLIN, 

UnUea States Senate. 
DEAR SIB: In these trying times when one like yourself is frequently 

maligned and Inisrepresented by the foes of liberty and friends of 
Rome, I wish to simply state that although not a resident of your 
State (I am from New Yoi'k) I want to say that I have heard yon 
speak 1n the Senate Chamber, and while sitting there L could not help 
but admire the manner in which you stood up for the truth. You have, 
I assure you, many, many admirers throughout the land who, with 
myself, would consider it a distinct honor to be able to cast a ballot 
for you should opportunity ever present itself so to do. 

Yours truly, 
H. ROBERT FETTEROLL, 

Boir! 126, Summit A:tmtue, New D1·op, Staten I1Zancl, N. Y. 

Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
lVashi11-gtatJ, D. 0. 

LANCASTER, S. C., Febt·uw·y 1, 19in. 

DEAR SENATOR: We, the members of Unity A. R. P. Sabbath School, 
congratulate you on the stand you have tal<en against the underminded 
organization that have been plotting to hurl our country into war. We 
thank God that there is one man in the Senate who is not afraid to 
stand, seemingly alone, and tell the truth ; but you have the people at 
YOUJ: baa.k. 

May success and honor be yours in the great fight that you have 
launched for peace. 

We admire your courage ; keep up the fight. 
Very sincerely, 

J. D. and SHIRLEY B. NISBET, Oommittee. 

TRENTO~, Mrss.1 Janttary 29, 1921. 
Hon. TOM HEFLI~, 

Washingto,.,, D. 0.: 
Would you mind sending me the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD carrying 

your remarks made recently touching the Catholic question? 
I am with you and glad Alabama bas a man in Congress who has the 

courage of his convictions. 
Thanking you in advance, I am 

Very respectfully yours, J. C. BELL. 

P. S.: U AI Smith is put on Democratic ticket I won't vote it, though 
it has been the political faith of my ancestors as far as I have any 
record. 

J. C. B. 

LINDE:S, N. J. 
Hon. T. R. HEFLIN, Senatot·. 

DEAR Sm: We note with pleasure your courageous stand in the 
Senate for pure Americanism, pure Protestantism, and for God. country, 
and free public schools, unhampered by the Knights of Columbus or 
Rome, from any angle. 

Keep up the good work. 
God always provides a man in time of n~ed. 

Very truly yours, 
MR. A:-i'D Mns. B. B. PHILLIPS, 

ns Elizabetl~ .A1:enue. 

FEBRUARY 1, 1027. 
Mr. HEFLIN. 

DEAR SE:'\'ATOR: At our last regular meeting, held January 20, 1927, · 
we the members of the Ossining Circle Club wish to commend you upon 
the action which you· took in regards to the Mexican situation. 

Yours in loyalty, 
GEORGE G. w A.LKER, 

1t9 Gt·ove Street, Motmt Kisco, N. Y. 

Senator THOMAS J. HEFLIY, 
Wasltington, D. a. 

. FEBRUA.RY 11, 1927. 

MY DmAn Mn. HEB'LIN : For your private information, I want you to 
know that your voice has been the voice of practically all of the citizens 
of Alabama, as well as of the overwhelming majority of the citizens 
of the entire United States, as yon have so courageously pt·otested in 
the Senate against the efforts of Romantsts and certain internationally 
minded capitalists to plunge our Nation into war with Mexico. And 
I want to congratulate yon on the courage and intelligence and force
fulness of your utterances and on the stabilizing effects of tho e utter
ances upon our foreign relations. 

As I have- on scores of occasions recently spoken regarding the 
Mexican crisis and the cau es therefor, and have referred extensively 
to your commanding leadership ln the Senate as affecting this situation, 
I have had unusual oppot·tunity of noting the reaction of the masses 
of om voting pnpulace. From the Gulf of Mexico to the Tennessee 
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line and from our :Missi,sippi border to the Georgia boundary-every
where in Alabama--our pe{)ple are proud of you and indorse your stand. 

Keep up the good fight ; your labors are not in vain. Millions upon 
millions of Americans are fervently saying "Amen " to your words, and 
thank God that the Yoice of patriotism is not silent in the Senate ot 
the United States. 

With b<'~t wishes, I am, 
Sincerely yours, 

------, 
Binninglwm, Ala. 

NEW YORK CITY, February 1, 19P:l. 

United States Senator ITEFLIN, 
Washi1l{}to11, D. C. 

DEAR SIR : Good for you ! 
In your ~peeches in the Senate exposing the efforts of the Knights 

of Columbus you have rendered a signal service to your country. 
Here in New York City the Roman Catholics have got a strangle 

hold on the city government. 
Tll<.'y ovpose the public school, their priests saying that the teach

ing of children that is not supervised by priests and nuns is the devil's 
work; ~·ct Romani ·ts control education and have 75 per cent of the 
position.· n · teachers. 

There are no end of big firms in this city where the heads ot de· 
partments, heads of personnel, secretaries of the heads of the con· 
cerus are Roman Catholics, and they mnke it their business to sec 
that the IJest jobs a.re given to members of their own faith. 

A man who is married and employed in one of these places is afraid 
to sny a word in defense of Protestantism. And to think that the 
Declaration of Independence was signed by but one Catholic! 

I am told that the superintendent of the Woolworth Building has 
boasted that e>ery one of the hundreds of employees is a Roman 
Cntbolic. One of the daughters of Woolworth married a Roman 
Catholic. 

Speaking of Mexico, over station WHAP, in this city, last Satur· 
da~· night, the ~ecretary of the Mexican Chamber of Commerce of the 
Unitt>d States stated that in one day in the Alameda-what is now the 
pulJlic park of Mexico City-139 men and women were uurned alive by 
order of the inquisition, Dominican fathers being responsible for this 
terrible deed. 

·The Knigllt!i of Columbus are putting forward preposterous claims in 
regard to the immigration quota of the Irish F'ree State. A letter in 
the New York Herald-Tribune of last Sunday, giving figures and dates, 
says that Great Britain-not the Irish Free State--is discriminated 
against, a the greater portion of the Irish in the United States in 1790 
were from the north of Ireland and Protestant. 

John Carroll, bishop of Baltimore in 1789, estimated the entire 
Catholic population of the United States at 30,000, of whom 3,000 were 
colored. Many of the 30,000 were of French and German origin. 

Keep np the good work, Senator. You have behind you a tremendous 
following. 

.AN ADMIBER. 
P. S. : I know Freemasons in this city who are afraid to say that 

they belong to the Masonic Order. The Roman Catholics are so strong 
nnd so resen tfnl here. 

Hon. J . THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Washillyton, D. C. 

TACOMA, WASH., February 8, 11Jir1. 

M¥ DEAn SE:>~ATOR : I wish to congratulate you and extend to you 
my appreciation for the stand that you have taken in the Senate regard
ing the :llexican situation. You are doing our country unmeasurable 
good work. 

Sincerely yours, 
G.u:L M. KENNEDY, 

12-H East SiittY-1&inth Street, Seattle, Wash. 

MILLSBORO, PA., Feb-rttar-y 1$, 1m. 

Bon. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Senate Chamber, Washi1tgt01~, D. C. 

DEAR Sm: I have read with much pleasure of your firm and decisive 
stand in matters pertaining to our relations with Mexico and the 
insidious activities of the Roman Catholic Church and its affiliated 
organizations in their endeavor to embroil the United States in war 
with Mexico. 

I can truthfully say with thousands of others that "we thank God 
that there are yet a few men who help control the affairs of our 
Government who have the vision of right, justice, and love of country 
sufficiently strong in their hearts; that we can yet li>e in peace and 
not hea1· the cannon's opening roar of conflict." 

Dear Senator, we thank you for your service to "our country," and 
may God ever give you the strength to fight on. 

Yery truly yours, 
J. A. HABSHMAN. 

LEXIXGTOX, K. C., FeTwuary 11, 1IJ27. 
Ron. J. Tno:\us HEFLL\', 

Washington, D. 0. 
IlONORABLE SIR: \Ve have noted with sympathetic intere:t the sane 

and sensible stand you have taken in regard to our conduct in China 
and Central America, and we want you to know that we are with you 
to the last man. We are unable to see how any sane, patriotic J .. meri· 
can can find fault with your diagnosis of the situation. 

We love our country. We give it first place on every program, and 
we never forget the men who dare to take the stand you have taken. 
If there is at any time anytlling we can do to strengthen your arm, 
let us know. 

We are, 
Faithfully yours; 

LEXINGTON Kr,A::-;r, No. 25, REAL~I 011' NORTH C.A.r.OLIXA. 

CHICAGO, ILL., Peui"'IOI'Y 1, 1917. 
Hon. Senator HEFLIN, 

United States Senate Chambe-r, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SIB: It is with sincere admiration that I congratulate you for 

the stand that you have taken in the protection of the interests of the 
American people, not only of your own State but of the one great 
Nation of which we Americans feel so proud. 

It has come to the time when the interests of the Americans must be 
protected from the degrading element that is fast becoming a menace to 
our welfare and the urgent need of men like you to stand up and de
mand that the rights of the American people be protected from an un
American, apparently uncivilized class of df'generates that are trying 
to run the affairs of this country. 

Wi:>hing you a success in your undertaking. 
Yery truly yom·s, L. E. GmBBE~S. 

Senator THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Wa8llington, D. C. 

RO..\NOKE, vj.., Februar-y 2, 19'2!i. 

DEAR Sm: You probably remember addressing a BiUle class het·e a 
few years ago at their banquet, which was held at the Elks' Club. I 
happened to ue a member of this class and there is where I met you. 

I want to state with all earnestness that I appreciate the stand you 
have taken and the courage you are showing regarding Mexico. Let 
some of the officials there and some of the people here or anywhere 
else make a joke of what you say. I want you to know, and know you 
do know, that millions o! people, and among them the very best, are 
right back of you. If weak-kneed politicians and the Catholic press 
does not get us in trouble in some way sooner or later, I am fooled. 
I think 1t is great to have a man in your position that is not afraid to 
say "Catholic" or "Knights of Columbus" when it is necessary. 

I live in America, the part of it we call the United States, the 
greatest country on earth, and I am proud to be its honored citizen, 
and I am looking to such men as you, down there in Washington, to 
see to it that this country continues to be well worthy for the abiding 
place. for the best people on earth. If I wanted to sene the Pope, 
Mussolini might furnish space and a few onions in Italy for me. 

Please pardon me for intruding, howc>er. I just wanted you to 
know I am by your side. 

Yours very truly, 
W. T. BRODIE. 

MouNT GREE:-IWOOD, ILL., Feb1·uary 2, 19?:1. 
Senator HE.PLIN. 

Sm : For the first time last night I heard a part of your speech 
read and have been unable so far to get to read it all, but that part 
which I have beard is all there and then some, and I certainly admire 
any one that has enough backbone to get up and tell what you have 
and you certainly can feel sure that you have a couple of people that 
are backing you up to the limit and will continue to do so as long 
as the writer is living. 

I only wish that I were better educated and could get out and e:xpt·ess 
my views as I see them. I would do so oli every occasion possible. 

Stick to what you have started, and you certainly will get the 
backing. 

Sincerely yours, 

Senator HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. C. 

IRVIN HOEPER. 

SIDNEY, NEBR., Janua1·y 31, 191!7, 

DEAR SIR: I have noticed through the public press your remarks in 
the Senate relative to the Nicaragua and Mexican situations. I want 
to commend you for your courage in this matter in which you have 
placed the blame on a lot of thiB trouble just exactly where it be
longs. 1 have always been a Republican, so that my Wl'iting you is not 
a matter of politics; but to let you know that I agree with you that 
a spade might as well be called a spade and blame placed exactly 
where it originated. 
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It may be a matter or encouragement to you to know that there 

are h undreds aud probably thousands in the State of Nebraska that 
will commend :rour action. 

Yours Yery truly, 
W. K. llOOOKrN, Lau;yer. 

PITTSBURGH, r~., JanUai'Y 29, 11J27. 
Hon. J. T. HEFLIN, 

aongress Hall, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR Srn: Muy I express my appreciation of. the courageous stand 

yon have taken in the Senate debates on Mexico? 
We have been following your speeches and those of the Senators in 

opposition · in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. We think that your leader
ship has aroused public opinion to such an extent that the adminis
tration would not care to wage war in behalf of a minotity in face 
of such determined opposition of the numerical majority. 

Yours sincerely, 
MISS IRENE E. WILLllMS, 

109 a1earvie10 A.ventte, 01·atton Heights. 

Ron. JAMES T. HEFLIN, 

422-424 AsHLAND Bwcx, 
Chicago, ITL., FebrUaf'JI 1, t!J?'I. 

United States Senatot·, Senate Olla1nber, 
Washin.gtota, D. a. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: This is to tender you my vote and voice of 
the Mexican approval of 

que tion. 
your fearless attitude and utterances on 

Voting right is, of course, something, but there is no substitute for 
the courage to "\'oice openly the reasons for one's vote as you have done. 
This is where you have rendered an outstanding service to this Anglo
Saxon Protestant Nation of ours. In calling a spade a spade, you 
have publicly slammed the red hot branding iron <Jf Americanism on 
the hide of this Hibernian bloc, and all of us should keep it up until 
the flesh sizzles to the tune of the Red, White, and Blue. The 
squeals from these seared sons of the " Howly Father " is somewhat 
of a contrast to the usual blatant litanys of villification, requiems of 
vituperation, and pontifical profanity, indicating that your shots regis
tered hits. 

With best wishes, I am 
Yours truly, 

SPna l.or IlEFLIN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 

WAf. J. MOORE, 
A.tton1ev at LOAo. 

JERSEY CITY, N. J. 

lilY DEAB SENATOR: It gives me great pleasure in sending to you this 
American message. · 

Your stand on the ideal that this great country has made its wonder
f ul progress in justice to all, brought about by religious liberty to all, 
and your stand to lift up the weak and to assist the weak, as we have 
grown strong in it. May God help you in the success in reaching out 
your hand to Mexico in its weakness, and by your act will strengthen 
1t in the same rights and religious liberty that we enjoy. · 

Yours very truly, 
J. LAVULLEY BARRY, 

%U Cli-nton Avenue. 

EDGEWOOD, R. I. 
DEAR SENATOR : Please let an " unknown " compliment you upon 

yom· stand in the Mexican situation. 
I am a lifelong Republican in National politics, but my hat is off to 

you a s any man who da r es to tell the Catholic Church where it gets 
off when mixing up in politics. 

I am not a bigot against Catholicism, but I can never stand to see 
any church (and I am a church member) hold control over the United 
States Government. as the Pope would do if AI Smith were President, 
as the Knights of Columbus could embroil us with Mexico or Nica
ragua. 

I admire any man who has a faith in God and the only thing I 
h ave against a Roman Catholic in high office is, that with all Catholics, 
church comes first, State second. 

Keep it up! 
Yours sincerely, S. A. WINING, 

136 Wheeler Avenue. 

GRAND JuxCTIO~, MICH., February 1, t!J~. 
Ron. J. THos. HEFLrn, 

Wasliingtotl, D. 0. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: I want to say a word of encouragement to 

you for the wonderful courage you have shown in standing by American 
p 1·incip les. 

Ob, how I wish Michigan bad a man of your type in the Senate. 
I am a Republican, but if you were running for office in or from 

this State I surely would split my ticket. I do hope you fellows will 
force arbltratiou of thfs Mexican question. I can see no other way. 
We were very anxious to arbiti·ate a similar question with Japan. 
You remember that California land-holding question of the Japanese. 

Now, Mr. HEFLIN, do not get discouraged; there are millions of good 
people with sou. You are considered one of our very best soldiers. 

From your very good friend, · 
ALFRED SIMONS. 

IJon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
COLUMBUS, OHIO, Feb'rttary 1, 1921. 

Oongt·ess Hall, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR SENATOR liEFLI. : It is with great pleasure and interest 

that I read the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD daily. I have been much 
interested in the statements you make in the Senate, and in behalf of 
our organization I am watching closely the stand taken by various 
Senators on American atrairs with Mexico and Nicaragua. 

After reading your statements printed in the issue of January 25, 
I can not refrain from congratulating you upon your Americanism· 
and the fearless repudiation you make to the tactics used by our 
Roman Catholic friends. America needs men like you to defend her 
from the uncanny serpent-like fangs of the Roman Catholic dictators 
a~d those who would ignorantly do their bidding. I wish to reiterate 
my congratulations anu say that I know several thousand women in 
Ohio join me in this expression. 

With all good wishes, I am, 
Most sincerely, 

RITA SHAFFER, 
State Secreta1·y of Ohio, 

Women of the Kt6-Kl-um Klan. 

BROOKINGS, S. DAK., January 31, J!J?1. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Wasllington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: Protestant America is very proud of you and 

very grateful to you for the stand you have taken on the religious 
que.stion, or rather the papal sedition program in Mexico. 

It is quite a novelty to read of a man with the courage to stand 
on his own feet and state facts as they are and not what a certain 
faction would like to have us think they are. 

Your name is mentioned with great respect in this State, whicll Is 
not so far from the Canadian border and I want you to know that 
you have lots of friends and admirers in this section of the United 
States of America. 

Papal interference, in the world in general and America in particular, 
is not ouly a deti·iment but a curse, and men who have the courage 
to denounce this meddling are few. On the other hand, there are 
too many seeking papal patronage. 

A Protestant who does so, sells his birthright for a mess of " Spa
ghetti" and no more sickenlng sight exists than a Protestant fawning 
at the teet of an un-American priest, who owes allegiance to the 
" warped mind of the tiber." 

If I ever have a chance to give you a vote in any way, it iJ yours 
from a 100 per center. 

ORVILLE MCCOUN. 

W.ESTO;s, MAss., February 12, 1921. 
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

United States Senato-r· trom- Alabama, 
United States Senate Building, WashltiOton, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: I have watched son with great interest and wish to con
gratulate you on the wonderful stand you have taken. 

I am a citizen behind you. 
Sincerely yours, 

FRED V. RICHARDS, 
ao~tcora Road. 

DETROIT, MICH., F ebntary 21, 19n . 
Senator J. THOS. HEFLIN, 

Ut1itea States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sm : This is to bring to you my thanks and congratulations on 

your attitude on the Mexican situation. 
Of course, the religious question is always injected by that quasi· 

religious-political organization which perpetually tiies to run church 
and state affairs. I am glad you have the courage to throw it in their 
faces in the Senate. This immoral, law-defying, and Constitution
nullifying, pagan outfit · needs exposure of its subtle and insidious 
efforts to involve the United States Al·my and Navy to kill liberty in 
that parochial, benighted country. 

I inclose a clip from our Hearst Detroit Times of August 23, 1026, 
in which the bishop speaks his threat o! what 800,000 Knight~ of 
Columbus will do to Coolidge. 

Also a clip from the Detroit News of January 31, 1926, an editorial 
from the New York World, which shows the "oil" part of the question 
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to be almost eliminated, but t:pat Doheny is still involved and with 
him, you can see ; he bas also involved the question of using the admin
istration against the law and administration of Mexico. I have 
thought it possible you had not seen this World editorial, which seems 
brief and conclusive. More power to you. Keep it going. 

Respectfully, 
T. P. ScHOOLEY, Attorney, 

34 Pat·tage At·c"ue. 

JACKSON, LA., February 1~, 1921. 
Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Washington, D. 0. 
Ho~ORED SENATOR: Your speech in regard to the Romanist trying to 

:Involve us in war with Mexico is the best and most convincing we have 
ever read. 

It is a pity that there are not more who have the courage to stand 
up for p ·.:re Americanism. And just why so many Protestants fear the 
Pope's army of underlings it is astonishing to us. 

We have all wanted to write to you (about 200), but will not take 
up yom· valuable time to read same. 

Ket>p up the good work, and when Co·:gress is adjourned open a 
speaking bureau and tell some of these " benighted bindoos " the truth. 

With all kinds of good luck to you. 

Senator J. THOS. HEFI.IN, 

JACKSON KLA~, No. 25, 
Jackson, La. 

RALEIGH, N. C., January !8, JIJ?:T. 

Senator of United States, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR: By order of the Klan in Klonklave assembled, I, 

R. A. Wadsworth, kligrapp of Raleigh Klan No. 1, Knights of the 
Ku Klux Klan, am instructed to write you the appreciation of the 
Klan of your stand in the Senate of the United States with reference 
to the Mexican situation. 

No Klansman, and, as for that, no true American citizen, can but 
be proud of the courage that enabled you to speak with such candor 
and with such convincing force, the true patriotism and love for our 
country that was br"eathed into your every sentence and the directness 
with which vou called to account those who would put other ,allegiance 
above that ;hich e~ery citizen owes to the Stars and Stripes. 

We have no quarrel with those who differ with us, but we are at 
everlasting enmity with all and all who would lay profane hands 
upon our institutions, set at naught our Constitution, destroy our 
traditions, or make meaningless our bard-won heritage. 

We desire that you know of our thanks to you, our pride In your 
manhood, our belief in your cause, and our determination to stand 
with you until the victory is won. 

Very truly yours, in the sacred unfailing bond, 
R. A. WADS WORTH, 

Kligrapp, Raleigh Klan No. 1, Real-m of North Carolina. 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., No. 10 MANSUR BLOCK, 
CORNER ALABAMA AND W ASHINGTO~ STREETS, 

January !1, 191!/T. 
Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

United States Senate, Washi•ngton, D. 0. 
HONORABLE SENATOR: We, the v.-omen of Hoosier Capitol Klan, No. 12, 

Indianapolis, Ind., wish to extend to you our congratulations on the 
wonderful message you delivered before the Senate on January 18, and 
wish to take this means of letting you know we are with you in the 
sentiments expressed and are very grateful for a Member of the United 
States Senate who bas the strength of his convictions and is not afraid 
to voice them. 

Sincerely, 

Hon. J. THOS. IIEFLIN, 
Washington, D. 0. 

HOOSIER CAPITOL KLA.N, No. 12, 
Indianapolis, Ind. 

LILLIAN G. SEDWICK, 
Ea:cellent Commander. 

MARAH SHAFFICR, 
Secretary. 

I 
NELIGH, NEBR., Janua,-y 21, J.m. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: At a meeting of our organization last night the 
matter of the Mexican question came up, and many of the members 
expressed their approval of the position you have taken in the matter, 
and we desire to express our appreciation of your stand which repre
sents our views. We wish you success in making others see it as 
you do. We are strong for you. 

Yours for business, 
ANTELOPE COUNTY, NBBR., KU-KLUX KLAN, 

Loc:k Boa: tn~ Neligh, Nebr. 

P. S.-Have you any data at your disposal that we are not able to 
get from the public press that would be of value to us? If yon have, 
we would highly appreciate such a favor. 

J. A.M. 

WaTERBURY, CoNN., Jan4Ulry 24, 19/!i. 
Hon. TOM HEFLIN, 

United States Senator from, Alabama, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DmAR SIR: We congratulate you on your outspoken exposure of the 
Knights of Columbus propaganda in regard to Mexico. 

We thank the Lord that there are still some real Americans who 
have the undiluted patriotism to tell the unbiased truth, even when 
it is condemning of our internal enemies. 

May God protect you and yours, and give you strength to carry on 
the great fight for our American ideals. 

Yours for Americanism, 

Hon. J. THOS. HEFLIN, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. 0. 

WATERBURY KLAN, No. 14. 

ENNIS, TEX., Feb1·uary ll, 1921. 

DEAR SENATOR HEFLIN: We, the membership of Ennis Klan No. 79, 
Knights of the Ku-Klux Klan, Realm of Texas, _ take this method of 
commending you and Senator BuRTON K. WHEELER, of Montana, on 
your stand taken last month, openly, on the Nicaragua and Mexico 
controversies. And extend to you our unceasing support; that you 
stay right up there on the firing line-that does not spill nearly so 
much human blood-for the cause of our country, our homes, and 
humanity. 

We hope that many more from both the House of Representatives and 
Senate will join you and Senator WHEELER in giving this matter of war 
with Nicaragua a~d Mexico a death blow evet·y time it comes before 
you. 

The majority away down here in this good old Southland under
stand this old propaganda. And every honest-to-goodness American 
citizen knows that war with either of these countries, over their 
internal affairs, would be all loss, and no gain. 

Yours for the cause of our Nation and humantty. 
J. K. DONNELL, 
F. V. LAUDERDALE, 
H. F. VERNER, 

Oonm~ittee. 

"Whereas there has been a considerable amount of propaganda spread 
over the United States for the purpose of creating a sentiment in favor 
of war with Mexico ; and 

"Whereas we believe that this propaganda originated in the hierarchy 
of the Roman Catholic Church, and that the sole pul'pose of creating 
a war with Mexico is to regain for the church those civil powers taken 
from them under the present administration in Mexico ; and 

"Whereas our Senators and Representatives have heretofore appar
ently feared to speak the truth regarding this matter for fear of perse
cution: Now, therefore, let it be 

"Resol1:ea, That inasmuch as Senator J. THO!\IAS HEFLIN, of Alabama, 
bas bad the courage and integrity to live up to his oath of office in 
defending our Nation against the treacherous plottings of its enemies, 
we hereby express our hearty approval and appreciation to Senator 
HEFLIN for his brave stand ; and be it further 

"Resolved., That we forward a copy of this resolution to Senator 
HEFLIN as an evidence of the good will and gratitude of several thou
sand Klansmen of Kalamazoo County, State of Michigan." 

Adopted in regular klonklave assembled this 11th day of February, 
1927. 

KALAMAZOO KLAN, NO. 126, REALM OF MICHIGAN, 
By ITS SECitETARY. 

HICKORY, N. C., February 7, 19irl. 
Senator J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR: I want to congratulate you on some speeches I read in the 

Fellowship Forum you have made in the United States Senate in 
regard to this Catholic and Knights of Columbus organization. 

It we don't stand up for Americanism this country is gone. For 
the sake of the rising generation please vote for any measure that 
stops foreigners from coming to our shores, and to deport any who 
are here and do not naturalize and live like Americans. 

Yours as a " one hundred per cent," 
J. s. SllABOCK, 

62.1 Ohestnut Avenue. 
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lion. J. THOMAS HEFLI~, 

KNIGHTS OF THE Ku-KLux KLAN, 
Aberdeen, S. Dak., Febt·uary 11, 19f!'l. 

United States Senator, 
Se11ate Office Building, Washi11gton, D. 0. 

DEAn SE~ATOR: Permit me to say that your stand upon the Mexican 
question is bringing favorable comment from all the real Americans 
out this way. 

My work for this order is in the same line as that disclosed by your 
record of public service. Therefore, in the name of a common cause, 
tor the safety of our country and civilization, may you be strengthened 
to lay on. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN A. JEFFRJn, 

Imperial Representative fOf' 
North and South Dakota, Utah, Idaho, an-d Nevada. 

Mr. BRUCE. 1\lr. President, of course I have no idea of 
making any general reply to the Senator from Alabama. To do 
so I should have to transpot·t myself backward at least to the 
fifteenth or sixteenth century. Nor do I propose to comment 
on anything that he said with reference to me personally. 
That passes by me like the idle wind, which I regard not. 

But I do wish to say just a word with regard to the Baltimore 
Sun because the Sun in the State of Maryland is not simply 
a n~wspaper organ-it is an institution. It was founded in the 
first half of the last centm·y. It is bone of our bone and :flesh 
of our :flesh. It has been a source of enlightenment, of instruc
tion and of pleasure to the people of Maryland ever since that 
tim~. There are some of us who could just as well get along 
without the sun that rises above the horizon every mornin~ as 
without the Sun that is laid upon our doorsteps every mornmg. 
Its editorial columns have always been conducted in keeping 
with the yery highest standards of disinterestedness and ability. 
Its news columns have always been singularly free from smut 
and scandal-indeed, from everything that is ·capable of con
taminating a newspaper. It is a source of ple11:sure to _us to_ 
feel that not only is this great newspaper held m the htghest 
esteem by the people of Maryland, but that it is held in the 
highest esteem by thousands of individuals beyond its borders. 

Several years ago Mr. Charles R. Crane, one of our recent 
ministers to China, passed through Baltimore, with which he 
had never had any familiarity. He said to me: 

Mr. BRUCE, will you not do me the kindness to ta.ke me down to the 
editorial rooms of the Baltimore Sun and introduce me to the managers 
and members of the editorial staff of that newspaper? I read a con
siderable number of newspapers, American and foreign. As you know, 
I have been very much of a traveler in the course of my life. There 
81·e few parts of the world with which I am not more or less con
versant, and I do not hesitate to say that the Baltimore Sun is not 
only one of the best newspapers in the United States, but one of the 
best newspapers in the world. 

It so happens that there was a time when the Baltimore Sun 
was owned and controlled by Catholics, a fact which no reason
able mind would unduly stress. It then spoke the language of 
reliaious tolerance and political enlightenment, which I flatter 
my;'elf is the ordinary language of the State which I have the 
honor to represent in part in this body. Now it happens to be 
owned and controlled by Protestants, and it still speaks the 
language of religious tolerance and political enlightenment, 
because since the very first establishment of the Commonwealth 
of Maryland that has been the prevailing language of its people. 
Religious tolerance is our noblest tradition. It is the most 
lustrous jewel in the crown of our good fame. I am delighted 
to say that I live in a State where it is not only considered 
unpatl'iotic but very bad manners for any man to give expres
sion to sectarian prejudices. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. BRUCE. If I were to speak in slighting terms, in the 

social circles in which I move, of a Methodist, a Baptist, a 
Presbyterian, or a Catholic, my friends and acquaintances 
would begin to raise their eyebrows and shrug their shoulders 
and ask, " What sort of ill-mannered fellow is this?" 

I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Does the Senator believe that I was guilty of 

religious intolerance when I rose on the floor of the Senate and 
read and di cussed the resolution of the Knights of Columbus, 
in which they denounced our Government's position and de
manded that the policy cease, and that we should pledge sup
port to the Roman Catholic Knights of Columbus in Mexico, 
and proposing to raise a million dollars to carry on their prop
aganda against the Government's position? Did I do wrong in 
doing that? · 

Mr. BRUCE. I think it is not unlikely that the Senator did 
not realize the full significap.ce of his bigoted language. He 

belongs to that class of which Jesus said, "Father, forgive 
them; for they know not what they do." But I do· say--

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Maryland has not answered 
my question. 

Mr. BRUCE. The whole tenor of his remarks is to renew the 
bitter feeling--

Mr. HEFLIN. Did I do right in bringing that matter here 
and discussing it? 

Mr. BRUCE. You did wrong. 
Mr. HEFLIN. That is what I thought the Senator would say. 
Mr. BRUCE. Because you attached an extravagant degree 

of significance to those things that you should not have attached 
to them. 

1\Ir. HEFLIN. I am glad that the Senator has let Maryland 
know that he feels that way in advance. 

l\!r. BRUCE. Mr. President, I do not happen to be a mem
ber of the Catholic Church. I am a member of the church 
that, perhaps, is the next thing to it-the Protestant Episcopal 
Church, though in boyhood I was reared in the Presbyterian 
Church ; and if it will give an opportunity to the Senator 
from Alabama for further vituperation, I will say to him that 
I have more than once knelt at a Catholic altar; that I have 
eyen had a Catholic priest lay his hand upon my head when 
invoking the blessings of heaven upon me, and that I felt the 
better for it. 

Mr. HEFLIN. If the Senator from Maryland was once a 
Presbyterian, he has strayed a long way from home. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUCE. No; not at all. The Senator from Alabama 
does not know the spirit of our people. A few days ago a 
public-school functionary in one of the counties of Maryland 
dismissed a young girl from her position, and it was strongly 
suspected that she was dismissed because she was a Catholic. 
Perhaps she was dismissed because the breast of her superior 
had become fired with wretched bigotry by some of the utter
ances of the Senator from Alabama. The very first man to 
raise his voice in unqualified denunciation of the act was a 
Protestant clergyman. 

Ah, the Senator little knows how many letters I, too, have 
received since he has been indulging in these tirades against 
the Catholic Chm·cb, and how many of them have proceeded 
from Protestants, including Protestant clergymen, deeply de
ploring the fact that such invectives could be spoken by any
body upon the :floor of the Senate as those that have been spoken 
by the Senator from Alabama. 

No; we do not want any return to the Know-Nothing period 
in the history of this country. All of us are familiar enough 
with that period when a waYe of religious prejudice swept over 
t]lis country, and was finally stayed, I am glad to say, in my 
native State, Virginia, by the eloquence of Gov. Henry A. Wise, 
a Protestant. That movement, which was born mainly of 
rowdyism and ruffianism soon ran its course; and so I believe 
will every similar movement. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield right 
there? 

Mr. BRUCE. Another thing. If for no other reason, it does 
seem to me that the Senator from Alabama, as a matter of 
common party g1·atitude, ought to still his tongue, if it is pos
sible for him to still it. I am afraid it· never will be stilled 
until he has worn it down to the tonsils. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. If I should wear my tongue down to my 
tonsils, it will be in the cause of my country and not in the 
interest of the power that the Senator from Maryland is 
serving. 

Mr. BRUCE. Has the :1enator from Alabama forgotten that 
perhaps 50 or 60 per cent of the entire membership of the 
Democratic Pat·ty of this country north of the Potomac River 
is Catholic? Has he forgotten that in the dark hours of recon
struction, when nothing less than a vulture was eating into the 
very vitals of the South, it was those Irish Catholics who were the 
first to come to our rescue and to begin the great movement, 
that with the subsequent assistance of the liberal Republicans, 
ended in our disenthraldom? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Before the Senator gets away from the Know
Nothing peliod, I should like to ask him another question. 

Mr. BRUCE. I rejoiced the other day as a southerner, 
though I hesitated to speak in a sectional vein, because I de pise 
sectionalism and love my whole country--every part of it
when I had an opportunity to have inserted in the CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD that beautiful and eloquent tribute paid by 
George Gordon Battle, not a native of the State of Virginia, as 
the Senator from Alabama said on yesterday, but of North Car
olina-to the Catholic element in the South. 

As I have said on a previous occasion, that element is asso
ciated with all that is best in the history, the traditions, and l 
the spirit of the South. During the Civil War it gave of itg 1 

blood to the cause of secession as freely as any other element 
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in the South. One of the most beautiful poems in ~hich a 
sacred memory has ever been embalmed was that written by 
Father Ryan, an Alabama priest, entitled " The S~ord of 
Robert E. Lee." 

Some of the remarkable men in the political history of the 
South as George Gordon Battle points out, were Catholics. A 
few years ago, when that noble and vene~able. institu?o~ .of 
which I am proud to be an alumnus, the Umversity of VIrgmia, 
founded by the leading apostle of human freedom, Thomas 
Jefferson, held its great anniversary, attended by a vas~ .con
course of distinguished men and women, made up of VISitors 
from every part of the world, its authorities looked over the 
face of the South to select the servant of God that would, in 
their opinion be best fitted to open the exercises of the occasion, 
and whom dld they select but Archbishop O'Conne-·, the Catho
lic prelate of the city of Richmond, Va.! That 'Yas th~ ~ue 
South, not the spurious South that seeks to reVIve rehgwus 
bigotry and to stir up fraternal hatred. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, before the Senator gets away 
from the subject, I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. BRUCE. When I began, I really had no idea that I was 
going to say as much as I have said. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I should like to have the Senator discuss the 
Catholic inquisition and the massacre of St. Bartholomew. 

Mr. BRUCE. The Catholic inquisition I Surely the Senator 
is put to dire extremities when be has to go back for centuries. 

Mr. KING. Why not discuss witchcraft in Massachusetts? 
Mr. IIEFLIN. I should like to have the Senator discuss 

those subjects. 
Mr. BRUCE. Yes; as suggested by the Senator from Utah, 

I miaht as well discuss witchcraft in the State of Massa
chusetts during the colonial period or superstitions in other 
parts of the United States that flourished for a time, shriveled 
up in the light of advancing civilization, and passed. away. 
Nothing is to be gained by such talk as that rn which the 
Senator from Alabama bas indulged. It simply tends to set 
brother against brother and to curdle the more generous and 
kindlier feelings of human nature and to falsify tile very best 
expectations of the framers 'of the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I should like to ask one other 
question. I should lilm to ask the Senator if he had been the 
only Senator to discover the resolution passed by the Knights 
of Columbus at Philadelphia suggesting this war propaganda, 
would he have brought it to the attention of the Senate and the 
country? , 

Mr. BRUCE. In any period of excitement there are always 
extremists who give expression to ideas and feelings that do 
not meet with the approval of the mass of human beings whom 
they purport to represent. I have not the slightest doubt that 
some indiscreet and hasty things were said by Catholics 
throughout this country at the time when the Mexican situa
tion was the most tense; but suppose the millions of men and 
women in Mexico had not been Catholics but had been 
Methodists or Presbyterians, do yon suppose for a moment 
that the hearts of their coreligionists in the United States 
would not have been stirred to their profoundest depths and 
that among those coreligionists at times some voice or voices 
would not have been raised in immoderate terms of protest? 
All Senators will recollect that some years ago the Boxer 
disorders broke out in China. At that time it was not so much 
Catholics whose lives or safety were endangered as it was 
Protestants. Naturally enough, from the coreligionists in the 
United States of those people arose a most earnest demand 
upon the Government that it should take steps, and P!'Ompt 
steps, for the purpose of safeguarding Americans in China. 

But, Mr. President, I have said entirely too much. Some
times one of the greatest mistakes that we can make is to 
speak too fully in reply to something which has been said 
and which does not deserve a full reply. In my humble judg
ment-and I say it with respect to the Senator from Alabama
he has, since his attention has been turned to Catholicism, 
placed himself entirely beyond the pale of responsible states
manship, to say the least, and my only hope is that in the 
course of a few days be will pass through a due process of 
contrition and succeed in bringing himself back to the point 
where his feet were first diverted into the paths of error. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

1\Ir. PHIPPS, Mr. HEFLIN, 1\Ir. DILL, and 1\Ir. FLETCHER 
addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado is rec
ognized. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I should like to ask the Senator from Wash
ington [l\Ir. DILL] a question. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I ask the Senator from 'Vashington if he 
would be willing--

Mr. HEFLIN. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 

yield for the purpose of having a call for a quorum'? 
Mr. PHIPPS. I do not. Mr. President, it seems to me evi

dent that a quorum is present. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado de

clines to yield. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Then I make the point of order that there is 

no quorum present. 
Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I am attempting to make an 

inquiry of the Senator from Washington in regard to procedure. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The point can not be made when a 

Senator has the floor. 
Mr. HEFLIN. But if a quorum is not present and a point of 

order is made, the Senate can not proceed. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is always presumed to 

be present. 
Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado. 
Mr. PHIPPS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 

Washington if he is willing to lay aside the unfinished business 
in order that we may make a little progress with the bill mak
ing appropriations for the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I recognize the position of the 
Senator from Colorado, and I am sympathetic with him, but 
the Senator from New York [Mr. 0oPELA1\-n] has been sitting 
here all morning with the hope of getting the floor to talk for 
10 or 15 minutes upon the conference report on the radio bill. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield, I 
have no desire to hold up the appropriation bill. 

Mr. DILL. The point is this: The Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. HoWELL] is ready to speak, as well as the Senator from 
New York, and I hesitate to lay the bill aside at this moment, 
but a little later, if I can do so, I will give the Senator an 
opportunity for the consideration of the appropriation bill. I 
would not, however, wish to make the request now. 

Mr. PlliPPS. May I ask the Senator if it would not be 
agreeable to have the Senator from New York speak and then 
take up the appropriation bill? I am fearful that if a number 
of Senators discuss the radio bill, I shall have to ask that the 
Senate remain in continuous session to-night until we pass the 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. DILL. I am with the Senator in that suggestion. 
Mr. PHIPPS. I do not think that should be necessary. I 

do not want to inconvenience Senators, but I have been very 
patient with this measure, and if it is agreeable to the Senator 
that we may consider the appropriation bill after the Senator 
from New York shall have concluded his remarks, I shall be 
entirely satisfied. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 
Mr. PHIPPS. I yield. 
Mr. BRUCE. I will ask the Senator from Washington, how

ever, to bear in mind the fact that I am strongly opposed in 
no less than three different respects to the action of the com
mittee that i.s handling the appropriation bill. I think that 
the committee has not done justice to the people of my State, 
and I expect to take the time to tell the Senate why I think 
that. So, if the Senator lays aside this bill in the expectation 
that the bill in which the Senator from Colorado is interested 
will be very speedily disposed of, he is mistaken. I ·do not 
eArpect to speak at any great length, however, and certainly I 
have no disposition in the world to filibuster against the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator from Colorado yield? -

Mr. ·PHIPPS. I will. 
Mr. ROBJNSON of Arkansas. I call to his attention the fact 

that the discussion to-day, as of yesterday, with the exception 
of the address of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN], has 
not related to any subject matter directly before the Senate. 

Mr. PHIPPS. That is correct. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. In all probability the debate 

would have proceeded just as it has proceeded if the District 
appropriation bill or any other measure than the radio bill had 
been before the Senate; so I do not think, in justice to the 
Senator from Washington, that he should be asked to lay 
aside the radio bill upon any theory that a filibuster is in 
progress against the radio bill, or that the general business Of 
the Senate would have been facilitated if there had been 
noniinally before the Senate another measure than the radio 
bill. I make that suggestion to him in fairness, as I believe, 
to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President--



4148 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE FEBRUARY 18 
Mr. PHIPPS. I have the S€llator's answer. I will wait for 

a later opportunity. 
1\Ir. HEFLIN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I only want to consume about four minutes 

in reply to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. BRUCE]. 
Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. I feel 

some responsibility to keep the radio conference report before 
the f;)enate. The Senator from .Alabama bas already spoken 
twice on thLos conference report at great length; and I shall feel 
constrained to apply the rule in this matter in the interest of 
the expedition of public business. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. P-resident, I have not spoken on it at all. 
Mr. DILL. The Senator has spoken in the time of the con

ference report. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Not to-day. The rule reads, "on any day 

when the matter is up." 
Mr. DILL. The Senate recessed last night. 
Mr. HEFLIN. If the Senator is not willing for me to have 

four minutes, I promise him that I shall speak at length, and 
be will not pass the bill to-day. 

Mr. ROBINSON of .Arkansas. Mr. President, may I make a 
suggestion to the Senator from Alabama? The Senator from 
Alabama did consume the entire day yesterday, and be bas con
sumed the larger part of the day to-day, in the discussion of a 
matter that is not directly before the Senate. In fairness to the 
Senator from Washington, who bas a bill before the Senate, be 
ought to be permitted to consume a little time in the discussion 
of the measure that the Senate has before it without being sub
ject to the threat which the Senator from .Alabama has made. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am willing for him to do that, and I asked 
him for four minutes in which to make just a brief reply to the 
attack upon me by the Senator from Maryland in the closing 
part of his remarks. If the Senator from Washington does not 
want to grant me that time I know what my rights are as a 
l:3enator, and I am not speaking for myself alone. I a.m speaking 
for ninety-odd millions of .American people in my speeches. 

Mr. DILL. We recessed yesterday evening and I make the 
point of order that the Senator has spoken twice on tbjs bill, 
once during the calendar day of yesterday and once to-day. If 
the Senator threatens things here, I do not propose to be in
timidated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that the point of 
order is well taken, unless by unanimous consent the Senator 
from Alabama is given time to proceed. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Then I ask unanimous consent to speak for 
four minutes. 

Mr. MOSES. I object, Mr. President. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. MOSES. I object, Mr. President. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Then, Mr. President, the Senator from New 

Hampshire (1\Ir. MosEs] has gone on record as oppo ing my 
efforts to prevent war with Mexico at the instance--

Mr. PIDPPS. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. MOSES. 1\Ir. President, a point of order. The Senator 

from .Alabama should take his seat. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken. 

The Senator will take his seat. · 
Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--
Mr. PHIPPS. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

REGULATION OF RADIO COMMUNICATIONS 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 

committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 9971) for the regula
tion of radio communications, and for other purpo es. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I should like to say before 
making any remarks on the radio bill that I feel embarrassed. 
I should be very glad, indeed, to waive any rights that I have 
to the floor if we could go on with the appropriation bill ; but 
the Senator in charge of the radio bill insists that we go for
ward with it, so I will proceed. 

.After all the exciting incidents of the afternoon, .I fear, too 
that any discussion in a plain way of this particular bill wni 
seem dull and colorless. However, it is before us and must 
be given consideration. 

I want to say, first, 1\Ir. President, that there is no doubt in 
my mind of the necessity of some sort of constructive action 
regarding the matter of radio control. I am receiving an end
less number of letters and telegrams from constituents of mine 
who are unhappy over the present situation. To show that I 
have no desil:e whatever to defeat radio legislation, I call the at
tention of the Senate to the fact that I have presented a joint 
resolution whicb, in my judgment, would cover the transition 
period between to-day and the time when we can pass effective 
legislatiou. This joint resolution is very brief. It reads: 

Reaolvea.. etc.~ That, first, the Secretary of Commerce be, and he 
hereby is, directed to issue no licenses to operate any broadcasting 
stations not in operation at this time. 

Secona. That the Secretary of Commerce be, and he hereby is, em
po""':ered and directed to prohibit any and all existing and licensed 
rad10 broadcasting stati?ns from in any manner changing or modifying 
any wave lengths or using any other than those originally assigned to 
them by the Secretary of Commerce. 

Third. That the foregoing provisions be in force and effect until such 
time as Congress may permanently legislate upon the foregoing subject. 

.As I see it, the pa~sage of ~his resolution would provide a 
legal way of controlling the rur and the radio problem until 
there could be some permanent and more effective legislation 
My thought about it is that this conference report should b~ 
defeated ; but, if it is, that something in the way of this par
ticular joint resolution must be enacted in order that the 
present .chaotic conditions may not continue or grow worse. 

I deSire to commend the Senator from Wa.shin!rt:on [Mr 
DILL]. I think the Senate owes him a great debt~ He ha~ 
gone forw~rd patiently and diligently in an effort to pass 
through thiS body a conference report which I venture to say 
although I h~ve !1-o authority for saying so, probably he doe~ 
not approve m his heart. But he is anxious to facilitate the 
passage of radio legislation. . 

This is not a good bill. This conference report does not safe
guard the rights of our country as regards radio control. 
Every speaker who has risen to talk at all on the subject has 
apologized for the conference report. Nobody has undertaken 
to say that it is a perfect bill; and, as I see it, it is a very 
dangerous measure. 

Have you stopped to think, Mr. President, what this great 
radio enterprise is? To begin with, it is the most wonderful 
invention, I suppose, of this wonderful generation · and more 
and more, as time goes on, the .American people win' be depend· 
ent upon it for the dissemination of information and for en~ 
tertainment. 

Mr. President, I can not blame Senators for being restless, 
bu~ I assure them that I take no more pleasure in presenting 
th1s matter than Senators do in listening. I have a sort of con·
viction that if one feels as I do about this measure he ought 
to say publicly what he thinks about it, and I shall attempt 
to say what I have to say in the briefest manner. I have no 
doubt that the capacity of men to listen is somewhat conh·olled 
by the barometric conditions. The barometric conditions to
day are such that nobody wants to listen to anythina and 
~~~Y w~~et for~~~n;~~~~g~ far as I am concerned, that' I do 

We _have befor~ us, however, a measure which il! my judg
ment 1s so defective that it may defeat future control of the 
ether. If there is any such suspicion in the mind of any 
Senator, as I view it, he has no business to vote for the con
ference report. 

Let me call your attention to several matters. They have 
been ably presented, far more ably presented by the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. PITTM.AN] than I can present them· but 
still, I desire to recall them once more to your attentio~. ' 

In the first place, the conference report fails to include any 
affirmation of ownership of the ether, or any declaration of 
policy on the part of the United States to exercise jurisdiction 
over the ether. It is too bad that this is the case. I think it 
was the House bill that had the affirmation of ownership, where 
this language was used: · 

It is hereby declared and reaffirmed that the ether within the limits 
of the United States, its tenitories and possessions, iR the inalienable 
possession of the people thereof. 

In the Senate bill it is provided that-
The Congress hereby declares, asserts, and reaffirms that it is the 

policy of the United States to exercise jurisdiction over all fo1·ms of 
interstate and foreign transmission of energy, communications, or 
signals by radio w~thin the United States, its territories, and posses
sions; that the Federal Government intends forever to preserve and 
maintain the channels of radio transmission as perpetual mediums 
under the control and for ·the people of the United States. 

These are positive statements on the part of the House in the 
bill passed there, and on the part of tile Senate in a bill which 
was passed by this body under the able leadership of the dis
tinguished Senator from Washington [Mr. DILL]. 

.As I see it, we should not put ourselves in the position of giv
ing an opportunity to users of the ether to claim vested rights. 
We should here and now affirm, reaffirm, and declare our own
ership of the ether in order that we may make certain that in 
the future one who uses it without permission of some body or 
individual granted power by the Congress shall not have a 
right vested. 

l 
/ 



I 
I 
\ 
t 

\ 
\ 

\ 

' 

.. 

1927 CONGRESSIONAL RECOR-D-SENATE 4149 
As I see it, this conference report is defective from its very 

b E-ginning. There should be no action by the Congress which 
omits such an affirmation or declaration as I have suggested. 

Taking up the bill-and when I speak of the bill I refer, of 
course, to the conference report as presented to us by the con-
ference committee-the language is as follows: • 

No station license shall be granted by the commission or the Scc
retaL'y of Commerce until the applicant therefor shall have signed a 
waiver of any claim to the use of any particular frequency or wave 
length or of the ether as against the regulatory power of the United 
States because of the previous use of the same, whet.her by license or 
otherwise. 

That afforded protection to the people of the United States 
forever against anyone claiming a right superior to the right of 
the Government to regulate. 

Let me call attention to page 2, lines 17 and 18, where the 
report seeks to control-
the transmission or reception of such energy, communications, or sig. 
nals fl'om and/or to places beyond the lJorders of the United States. 

In connection with that I turn to page 13, line 15, where it is 
stated that-
no license so granted for any other class of station shall be for a longer 
term thnn fi\' C years. 

The licenses which are proposed to be granted under this 
conference report are of two types. One is a simple broadcast
ing licen~e, where the license is given for three years, and then 
there is one which has to do with the control of energy, com
munications, or signals, where it is proposed to give a license 
for five years. 

I am "Very suspicious about that provision. There are well
defined rumors that radio science .has progressed to the point 
where there is every reason to belieye that heat, light, and 
power will be influenced by further invention. I do not think 
I would be satisfied to permit the giving of a license for a 
period of five years where there was a possibility that tre
mendous development having to do with the common welfare 
may go on to the extent of actually supplying our people with 
heat, light, and power. I am not a prophet, or the son of a 
prophet, but who would venture to say, in the light of the 
progre.· · which has been made in the scientific world in the last 
few years, that we may not, through the development of this 
cience, find applications of it, in other directions, that will 

make for the happiness and comfort and welfare of the peo
ple in the future? If there were no other reason for declaring 
our ownership of the ether, reaffirming o11r right in it, making 
as sure as may be that licenses now granted may not become 
vested rights, that very possibility would determine me to be in 
opposition to this bill. 

To go further, this conference report provides for the crea
tion of a commission. I would like to ask the American peo
ple if they want another commission. If there is one thing 
that I am convinced of it is that the American people are sick 
and tired of commissions. They do not want any more com
missions. Yet this conference report provides for a commis
sion which will function very actively for a period of one year, 
and then have some very uncertain and indefinite functions for
ever afterwards. 

That leads me to say that in section 5 it is proposed after the 
first year to turn over certain functions, practically all the 
functions, to the Secretary of Commerce. Why not do that in 
the beginning, if we are to do it at all? 

Let me call the attention of · the Senate to what has been 
developed so well by the able Senator from Nevada, that this 
commission has the right to regulate the kind of apparatus 
to be used, and all through it is the suggestion that the commis
sion, and even the licensee, has the power to change the sort of 
apparatus which shall be used. 

A week or so ago I asked the Senator from Washington, in 
charge of the bill, if he had the feeling that the licensee might, 
under certain conditions, require the use of a specific sort of 
apparatus, and the reply was that he did think so. I remem
ber that at that time the Senator from Mont-ana [Mr. WALSH] 
said it would be absurd to have any such change made in the 
I'equlred apparatus, because immediately the users of the radio 
receivers would turn to some other station. 

I suggest that the power of ad\ertising is remarkable, and 
the owner or licensee of a radio station has tremendous power 
to adyertise, to spread the knowledge that a certain form of 
entertainment is to be given, that a certain great artist is to 
broadcast, or that a certain · series of illuminating addresses 
are to be given by a certain broadcasting station, but that in 
order to pick it up a different style of apparatus must be 
used. I am sure that no Member . of the Senate is willing to 
have a situation created which may make possible the im-

position upon the people of this country the necessary for the 
purchase of thousands and perhaps millions of dollars worth 
of new apparatus. 

I assume that the Yice President, now presiding over the 
Senate, is a radio fan. I do not know anybody nowadays who 
is not one. If the Vice President's experience has been like 
mine, he is now using about his fifth or sixth radio set. I 
think I am now using my fifth. Changes have taken place, 
improvements have been made, and, of course, more improve
ments will be made, and tho!;e we welcome, but if the time 
comes wh2n anybody can say to those who desire to use 
radio-reception machines that they must have a certain t~'Pe 
in order to get the benefit of broadcasting, then we will have 
developed a situation wllich certainly will be intolerable, and 
I doubt if it woul<.l meet the approval of the citizens of this 
country. 

On page 19, at the top of tlle page, where it speaks about 
the relation of the commission '"\ith the licensee, it speaks of 
what may be done if tlle licensee fails to provide reasonable 
facilities for the transmission of radio communications, where 
a licensee ha made any unjust or unreasonable charge, or has 
been guilty of any discrimination. 

I think the Senator from 'Vashington will admit that this 
language, and other language in the bill, indicates that a 
charge may be made, and if a charge may be made there is 
no manner of doubt that a charge will be made, and pretty 
soon those ·who desire to make use of their radio outfits will 
find that in order to do so they must pay a fee. 
· I want to ask this: What is there to prevent a combination 

of licensees in a district requiring new apparatus or some 
special device? I think it is reasonable to expect that that 
may happen. 

There is further evidence to the same effect found on page 
22 of the bill, line 13, where it speaks of recehing for hire 
energy, communications, or signals by radio. I ha"Ve had 
innumerable letters and telegrams, as I have already said. 
but no one of the persons sending me messages of that sort 
bas had knowledge that this particular legislation, if put into 
effect, may impose upon the particular listener-in the necessity 
of paying money in order that he may hear. We can not 
afford to disregard these thing,·. We have no right to impose 
upon the citizens of the counh·y such a defective control of 
the ether as to make possible the calamitous things I have 
mentioned. 

On page 20 of the bi1l, at the top of the page. we have a 
hint of the various lawsuits which are prohable, which at least 
are contemplated by tlle bill, where reference is made to the 
necessity of appealing to the Federal Trade Commission and. 
as the Senator fi·om Nm.~ada [Mr. PrTTM.AN] pointed out, to 
the Inte1·state Commerce Commission under certain conditions. 
Why invite these lawsuits? When we have enacted effective 
radio legislation there will be provision made, as it was made 
in the splendid bill written by the Senator from . Washington 
and the Interstate Commerce Committee. that the rights which 
those licensees may ba ve now will be waived in order that their 
licen::--es may be continued. 

I call attention to page 22, beginning in line 20, where it is 
said: 

Or shall acquire, own, or control any part of the stock or othPr 
capital share of any interest in the physical property or other assets 
of any such cable, wire, telt>graph, telephone line, or system. 

What does that mean? Why should not the radio licensee 
have a right to acquire wires and to make use of them'? ·we 
can not chain or hitch up a series of broadcasting stations 
unless we have wires to use. If this feature was not born 
in the brains of the directors of the telephone and telegraph 
companies of the country, :::: am badly mistaken. Of course, 
they do not want any wires to be owned by the broadcasting sta
tions. If there is any profitable business in the world outside 
of the automobile business, it must be in the profits which have 
come to the telegraph and telephone companies by reason of 
the. ad\el·tising through the radio of contests of one sort and 
another. An automobile is to be the prize, and where the first 
person to guess the population of Ne\ada on the 25th of Decem
ber of a certain year would be gi"Ven an automobile. This 
is the present method of putting money in the coffers of the 
telegraph companies. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hands the hearings of the Com
mittee on Patents on the bill by which it was proposed to 
amend the copyright act relating to the broadcasting of music. 
The statement was made there by the chairman of the adminis
trative committee of the American Society of Composers that 
as a result of messages sent out through the radio 167,000 tele
grams were sent tu Members of Congress, representing fees to 
the telegraph companies of $9~,000 for that one purpose. 
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Of course, the telegravh and telephone companies of the 
country do not want any competition in the transmission of 
messages of that sort, and so it is written into the prol!osed 
law that the broadcasters must not own and opera :') m<le
pendent wires. 

These are some of the things which have occurred to me in 
connection with the conference report. I desire to call par
ticular attention to section 40, on page 36, the last page of the 
conference report. 

This act shall take effect and be in force upon its passage and 
approval, except that for and during n. period of 60 days after such 
approval no holder of a license, etc. 

In other words, the licensees are given 60 days in which to 
close up their affairs and get new licenses. It is perfectl:y 
absurd to think that in 60 days or six month1 or a year this 
matter could be properly arranged for. 

Just now as I understand it, there is a great lawsuit pend
ing betwee~ the independent wireless organizations and the 
Radio Corporation of .America about the use of tubes. If the 
Radio Corporation's contention should be upheld, it would 
create a monopoly. There should be no conclusive end of the 
matter until we have time to work out a plan and an effective 
-plan. Certainly to think about being able in 60 days to control 
the whole great business is an absurdity beyond expression. 

I saw a statement made by one of my congressional col
leagues, Congressman BLOoM, of New York, in w~ich _he said 
that the railio business is more profitable and brmgs m more 
money than is represented by the receipts for sales of all the 
o·rgans and pianos, all the sheet music, all the harps, horn~, 
violins banjos, talking machines, saxophones, and drums, so It 
mu ·t be a very profitable business. It is going to be more and 
more profitable, and we are going to be more and more de
pendent upon the radio .. The newspapers of the cou~try have 
a o-reat problem to face rn the development of the radio. There 
ar: other rights to be considered than those of the radio 
broadcasters. 

"Te can not afford, as I see it, Mr. President, to take definite 
action now. I should be satisfied to have the matter go back 
to the able Senator from Washington [Mr. DILL] and the In
terstate Commerce Committee, because we know from experi
ence how fine a bill they brought out last year. 

I venture to believe that no member of the committee feels 
in his heart that the conference report presents a proper bill, 
and, of course, it does not. Let us not be put in the position 
of passing now upon the greatest invention or discovery of the 
ages. We can not afford in the final days of the session to 
pass SJich a bill without making a very careful study of it and 
of its ·significance to the country. It is too serious and too 
important a matter to be done in that short time. Let us 
either refer back to the committee the conference report, or 
else let us reject it entirely, pledging ourselves at the same 
time to pass some such measure as the resolution which I have 
presented, in order that we may make sure that no new licenses 
sltall be granted, in order that we may make sure that no 
rights are vested more than they have been, in order that we 
may protect the millions of users of radio sets in the country, 
in order that we may protect our newspapers, in order that we 
may protect the public against a hasty and inconsiderate action. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I beg that the Senate will not take 
favorable action upon the conference report, but will wait for 
a more acceptable time to pass a finished and more nearly 
perfect measure. 

Mr. HOWELL obtained the 1loor. 
Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 

Nebraska a question? 
Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 
Mr. PHIPPS. Can the Senator give me any information as 

to what length of time he will probably occupy? 
Mr. HOWELL. I doubt if I will occupy more than half or 

three-quarters of an hour. 
1\fr. PHIPPS. I thank the Senator. 
1\.Ir. KING. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\Ir. FEss in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Nebraska yield for that purpose? 
Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is 

suggested. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Ashurst Caraway 
Bingham Copeland 
Blease Couzens 
Bratton Curtis 
Broussard Dale 
Bruce Deneen 
Cameron Dill 
Capper Edge 

Edwards 
Ernst 
Ferris 
Fess 
Frazier 
George 
Gillett 
Glass 

Gooding 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hawes 
Hefiin 
Rowell 
Johnson 
Jones, Wash. 

Keyes Moses Sackett 
King Neely Schall 
La Fo11ette Oudie Sheppard 
Lcnroot Overman Shipstead 
McKellar PPihtippasn Shortridge 
McMastei tm Si{nmons 
McNary Ransdell Smith 
Mayfield Reed, Pa. Smoot 
Means Robinson, Ark. Steck 
.Metcalf Robinson, Ind. Stewart 

Tl'ammell 
Tyson 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Watson 
Willis 

Mr. McMASTER. I desire to announce that my colleague 
the senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. NoRBECK] is un
avoidably absent from the Senate owing to an injury received 
in an automobile accident. 

Mr. JOl\TES of Washington. I wish to announce that the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. STANFIELD], the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. NYE], the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
KENDRICK], and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRIS], who 
are absent from the Chamber, are attending a meeting of a 
subcommittee of the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-nine Senators having an
swered to their names, a ·quorum is present. The Senator 
from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, the pending measure, if en
acted into law, will determine the principle that wlU govern 
respecting the right to use the ether for communication by 
signals, voice, or radio vision when perfected; the broadcast
ing of music; and the possible transmission of energy for the 
development of mechanical power. It will also prescribe rules 
regulating such use of the ether. And, finally, it will designate 
the authority or authorities upon whom will devolve the duties 
of administration and regulation. 

Each of these objects is highly ·important, but of widely 
varying degrees of importance. The character and powers of 
the commission and officials that are to administer the p1·oposed 
law are necessarily a matter of no little moment to station 
owners and those seeking the privilege of establishing new 
.transmitting stations. 

To radio listeners the " clearance of the air " seems the im
portant feature of this legislation, but to the Nation at large 
the importance of all other objects of the pending measure is 
overshadowed by this question : \Vho is to own the right to use 
the ether-all of the people or just a few of the people who 
have been fortunate enough to acquire radio transmitting 
stations? 

In short, matter contained in the prol)6lsed legislation, which 
may be altered or repealed by Congress at any timer is of minor 
moment, but that which may irretrievably affect the people's 
proprietary interest in the ether is of tremendous importance. 

Whether the administration of this remarkable development 
shall be under one official, or under a commission composed of 
several individuals, is a matter that may be determined now 
and altered by Congress at any time. Again, so far as regula
tory rules are concerned, they may be enacted to-day and 
amended or repealed to-morrow. But, Mr. President, if the 
theory of vested rights to the use of the ether is once accepted 
by Congress, even though by mere implication, and the same 
theory, in effect, is upheld by the courts, as it probably would 
be, this principle will be established, to wit, that the mere use 
of the ether may constitute a property right. If this should 
result, such property of the ultimate value of hundreds of 
millions of doll.ars will be found in possession of a few only, 
while the many-generations unborn-may in the future be 
compelled to pay dividends, without end, upon the value of 
such property. Thus will be developed the possibilities of a 
far-reaching monopoly, and we know only too well that such 
possibilities sooner or later are likely to end in monopoly. 

The pending bill, as it comes from the conferees, is in conso
nance with the theory of such vested rights--a theory that has 
been subtly inculcated in the public mind not only by the great 
radio interests in the United States but elsewhere in the 
world. 

The attitude of these interests is essentially human and 
appeals to the property instincts of many, especially those who 
consciously and unconsciously indorse, as in accord with the 
eternal fitness of things, that-
unto everyone that hath shall be given, and he shall have abundance; 
but from him that hath not shall be taken away even thnt which be 
bath. 

The radio interests contend: "Having established a station 
and operated it in accord with legally established regulations, 
we, of course, naturally have the right to continue to operate 
such station in perpetuity, and also to sell and transfer the sta
tion and license at any time we see fit." Acting upon this 
theory as an accepted fact, radio interests have been buying 
and selling radio stations, together with their licenses, upon tbe 
basis of values far in excess of that of the mere apparatus. 
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1\Ioreover, in recognizing these sales by transferring the licenses 
involved, the Department of Commerce has practically approved 
the theory of vested rights, and in nearly every case the pur
chasers, instead of filing applications and taking their turn 
with scores of others, have been, by transfer, afforded licenses 
immediately. Why? Because evidently they have been deemed 
to have purchased something. .And that " something," they are 
now urging, was not merely an apparatus, but additional prop
erty in the form of a right to use the ether therewith. 

As a concrete example, if at any time during the past two or 
three years I had applied, in due form, for a radio license, I 
might have waited in vain for its issuance because of the 
number of unsatisfied applicants ahead of me. However, 
months after the filing of my application, my neighbor might 
have purchased a station and its license, .in which case Secretary 
Hoover would have allowed the latter's transfer. Thus my 
neighbor might have begun broadcasting at once, although the 
idea of doing so might not have occurred to him for months 
after the filing of my application. 

In this manner stations and licenses have been transferred in 
consideration of the payment of luge sums of money. The 
highest price thus far recorded was in the case of station WEAF 
(New York), the consideration in connection· with the transfer 
being $1,000,000. 

In view of these facts, can we doubt the confidence of the big 
radio interests in the ultimate approval of the theory of 
vested rights to tbe use of the ether? And remember these 
great interests are solidly be.hind this bill as it comes from 
conference. 

The evidence of this is the innumerable telegrams that have 
been flooding the Senate for days urging the immediate passage 
of this measure. During the past week or 10 days great broad
casting stations, dotting the country from the Pacific to the 
Atlantic, have been urging their listeners-who necessarily 
know little about the pepding legislation-to wire their Sena
tors for immediate action. 

The following is a quotation from the Omaha World-Herald 
of ll'ebruary 11: 
HOWELL ASS.HLJ:D FOR ATTITGDE ON RADIO CURB BILL-LISTIINERS DEMAND 

SENATOR CEASE OBSTRUCTION TO RELIEF PLAN-FLOOD OF MESSAGES 
FROM OVER THE L.A .. !'iD 

Speaking over WOW station Thursday night, Hal Edwards, president 
of the Omaha Radio Trade Association, after asking voters to besiege 
Senator HowELL with telegrams asking tor the passage of the bill, 
declared that the Senator, in his opinion, is offering only evasions 1n 
declaring his position in opposition to the bill. • • • 

Telegmms from cities all over the United States poured into Omaha 
yesterday urging action to force HoWELL to make a change in his 
attitude toward the radio bill, Edwards stated. Among them was 
the following from the St. Louis Radio Tt·ade Association : 

"Senator HoWELL, of Nebraska, is consistently blocking every attempt 
to bring the radio bill to a vote. Will you have all radio interests 
in Omaha wire him immediately that be is standing in the light of 
industry? Ask him to let the bill be voted on by Senate at once. 
Delay means no radio law and continued broadcasting chaos." 

Edwards was bitter in commenting on Senator HOWJIILL's action in 
his speech over WOW. "He has entirely forgotten that he is in the 
Senate to carry out the wishes of the voters of the State," Edwards 
stated. "The whole country is watching the situatJon with interest 
and expecting Nebraska radio listenerg to cleliver HOWIILL's vote for the 
bill on Friday." 

This was supplemented by the following: 
STRONG RAPS •HOWELir-SAYS NEBRASKAN TRYING TO "HORN IN u ON 

SENATE RADIO BILL 
CHICAGO, ILL., February 10.-Etforts of certain Senators to delay 

action on the proposed radio measure, already passed by the House, are 
condemned as " political " by Walter Strong, chairman of the radio 
coordinating committee which bas been active in pushing this measure. 
He scored Senator HOWELL (Republican, Nebraska) as " trying to horn 
in on the Senate's radio program." 

I think there is not a Senator here who will charge that 
whatever protest bas been made respecting this radio conference 
report bas been based upon political reasons. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne

braska yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 
Mr. KING. I am rather amazed at the statement made 

that the protest should be charged to political motives. I am 
quite curious to know what the writer or the speaker means by 
"political." It is well known that those who have been op
posing this conference report-and I am among the number
have done so because they believed that it tended to perpetuate 
a monopoly, or, if a monopoly did. not now exist upon this 

great factor for intelligence and civilization and the spread 
of know ledge, that this bill as it comes from the conferees 
would tend to increase the power of a potential monopoly. 

l\Iy objection to the conference bill-and I am sure it is the 
objection of all who are opposing the conference report-is 
based almost entirely upon the ground that we see· in the con
ference bill a monopoly that will prove injurious to the Ameri
can people; and when that speaker or writer denominates the 
opposition as founded upon political considerations, he states 
what is obviously an untruth. That, however, is the way of 
the monopolists. Any objection to monopoly-and we have 
monopolies here that are threatening the very · industrial and 
economic and political life of the Republic-is met by the 
allegation that it is a political consideration rather than an 
economic one ; and, as suggested sotto voce by a distinguished 
Senator, those who oppose measures monopolistic in character 
are denominated socialists. 

I commend the Senator from Nebraska for his courage in 
opposing this conference report ; and I am sure that the people 
of Nebraska, when they learn the facts, will indorse his course. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, this is, indeed, evidence of 
the intolerance for which radio may be made the vehicle. I 
early took a deep interest in the development of radio and 
especially i~ broadcasting features. In 1921 I served as 
chairman of the radio service commission of the Post Office 
and Agriculture Departments, and as a member of the first 
radio conference called by Secretary Hoo-ver. Naturally my 
interest has continued during my service in this body. 

At the time of the passage of the pending radio bill during 
the last session I felt that its provisions protected the interests 
of the public so far as the alienation of the use of the ether 
was concerned, and, as there was little opposition to the meas
m:e! I did not occupy the time of the Senate with remarks prior 
to Its passage. However, when this bill was received by this 
body from the conferees with provisions practically eliminated 
that had been inserted to the end of preventing the acquisition 
of vested rights to the use of the ether, I did take the floor in 
protest; and though altogether I have occupied a totul of but 
48 minutes of the Senate's time thus far in connection with 
this conference report, I have been subjected to intolerant 
~ttacks .from broadcasting stations in the West, conveying the 
ImpressiOn that I have been filibuste~ing against the pending 
measure. 

Mr. President, it is time for Senators to stop, look, and listen 
respecting the possibilities of radio attacks and the impossi
bilities of adequate reply. 

Some two years ago I introduced in the Senate a resolution 
asking for an investigation by radio technicians employed by 
the Government to determine what it would cost to have the 
proceedings of the Senate broadcast, so that the public should 
not receive second-band information of what takes place on 
this floor. I proposed that the Army stations throughout the 
country should be utilized for this purpose, because they must 
be maintained, are adequately equipped, and the personnel is 
there for service. Several days after I introduced the resolu
tion I was called upon by representatives of the telegraph and 
telephone company and asked why I proposed the Army should 
perform this service. 

l\Iy answer was that I believed it could do it more cheaply 
than otherwise. They thereupon furnished me a copy of a 
letter that had been forwarded to the committee of the Senate 
hating under consideration my resolution, in which the com
pany offered to broadcast across the country the proceedings of 
Congress without any charge · -hatever. 

In order that Senators may be treated fairly, we shall ha-ve 
to come to something of this ~d. Otherwise we will be at 
the mercy of broadcasting stations, because the conferees have 
eliminated the provisions introduced in the Senate bill provid
ing for a measure of protection under such circumstances. 
' 1\Ir. President, in section 4, on page 50 of the Senate bill, we 
have this language : 

Sxc. 4. All matter broadcast by any radio station for which service, 
money, or any other valuable consideration is directly or indirectly 
paid, or promised to or charged or accepted by, the' station so broad
casting, from any person, firm, company, or corporation, shall, at the 
time the same is so broadcast, be announced as paid for or fur· 
rushed, as the case may be, by such person, firm, company, or cor
poration. 

If any licensee shall permit a broadcasting station to be used as 
aforesaid, or by a canrlidate or candidates for any public office, or 
for the rliscussion of any question a.ffecting the public, he shall make ntt 
discrimination as to the use of such broadcasting station, and with 
respect to said matters the licensee shall be deemed a common carrier 
in interstate commerce: Provided, That such licensee shall have no 
power to censor the material broadcast. 
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Mr. President, that was the section as pa sed by the Senate; 

but what have the conferees done? They have eliminated it 
from the present bill, and substituted the following: 

Mr. ,KING~ lli. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne

braska yield ·to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. HOWELL. I do. 
l\Ir. KING. The statement just made by the Senator ob

viously is of great interest; and I was wondering what 
explanation was made by the conferees, or by any member 
of the conference committee, of the elimination of that pro
vision. There must be some reason for it. Otherwise, it would 
seem to }.Jlace their seal of approval upon the power being 
vested in those who have these licenses to discriminate, and 
to use their power to the advantage of tho e who have wealth 
as against those who may not have the means of purebasing 
the right to broadcast their intellectual matter, their speeches, 
or otherwise. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I am a member of the Inter
state Commerce CollUlllttee, which reported this bill to the 
Senate ; and I know that the conferees were fully in accord 
with the bill as it came from the committee. 

Mr. KING. The Senator means the Senate conferees? 
1\fr. HOWELL. Yes; the Senate conferees and they at·e 

still in favor of these provisions; but I am informed that at 
least two of the House conferees insist that if these provisions 
are reinserted the bill will be killed. 

Now, l\Ir. President, I will read the corresponding section in 
the report of the conferees : 

SEC. 18. If any licensee shall permit any person who ia a legally 
qualified candidate for any public om.ce to use a broadcasting station, 
he shall afford equal opportunities to all other such candidates 
for that office in the u e of such broadcasting station, and the licens
ing authority shall make rules and regulations to carry this provision 
into effect. · 

Mr. President, it will be noted that under the provisions of 
this latter section if a candidate is allowed to use a station, 
other candidates for the same office must be allowed the same 
privilege, however, if a representative of a candidate is allowed 
to use a station, there is no provision that the representatives 
of othe1· candidates must likewise be allowed to broadcast. 
Moreover as to public questions, censoring discrimination gen~ 
erally and declaring the licensee to be a common carrier, this 
substitute section is silent. 

Mr. President, in framing this section, the Senate committee 
bad in mind reported experiences during the last campaign. 
In one case a distinguished Member of this body, who had 
been invited to speak to his constituency by radio, was asked 
to submit his manuscript for censoring. It is needless to say 
be not only refused but canceled his engagement. In another 
previous instance the Westinghouse station in Hastings, Nebr., 
after extending an invitation to a public official to speak, re
required him to submit his manuscript, and all contained therein 
in criticism of "Pittsburgh-plus" was perforce deleted. 

We are building up in this country a tremendous, irresponsi
ble, publicity power, unregulated, of which Members of Con
gress and many other public officials may find themselves not 
only early victims, but practically without redress. 

It is well known that you can not convict a proprietor of a 
newspaper for printing a criminal libel even in the form of an 
open letter followed by his name as the signature of the writer 
unless you are able to prove that be actually signed such 
letter-a practically impossible thing in any well-regulated 
newspaper office. Evidently it is much easier and safer to 
commit such a crime by radio, because unless it so happens that 
the libelous statement is reported verbatim by some listening 
stenographer it will be Almost impossible to prove the criminal 
character thereof, to say nothing of satisfying a jury as to 
who was speaking at the time of its utterance. These consid
erations were weighed by the Senate conimittee and a provision 
inserted in the bill requiring every radio station affording pro
grams to keep an accurate- official log of its broadcasting. 
Naturally the big radio interests are opposed to anything of 
such character, calculated, a it is, to render more certain the 
responsibility of a station operator and anyone speaking into 
the microphone. As a consequence, though the bill passed the 
Senate providing for the keeping of logs and imposing the 
added responsibility of a common carrier, these provisions have 
been stricken out by tbe conferees with the consent of the 
Senate Members ; and why? Because we are informed that 
the ultimatum of the House Members is· that the bill must go 
through in its present identical form or else it will be killed, 
and, moreover, there shall be no radio legislation at this ses
sion of Congress. Considering t;be character of these changes, 
is not this attitude of challenging significance? 

However, 1\Ir. President, the"e ::tre details to which I have 
pre\.'iously referred as changeable by Congress at any time, 
hence of minor importance. The great, tremendous question is 
that of the proprletor~hip of the ether. In comparison with 
this all other questions dealt with sink into insignificance, as 
Congress is at liberty to settle them one way or the other now, 
and quite in some other manner at any future time. Such, 
howe-ver, is not the case so far as the proprietorship of the 
ether is concerned. '\"\'hat Congress does now in this connec
tion may result in property rights which Congress can not here
after revoke or aUer. 

From a property point of view there are two theories re-
1'-1pecting the ether and its use. The first theory is that sup
ported by the great :cadio interests and which leads to vested 
rights. Under this theory anyone wllo has been in consecutive 
use of the ether for a period of time is deemed to have acquired 
a right to such u."e in perpetuity, subject, of cour e, to the 
regulatory poweJ: of Congress, and hence may sell and dispose 
of such right as in the case of other property. The second 
tlleory holds that whoever uses the ether acquires no rights 
except those enjoyed by a tenant at will. In short, that no one 
shall eTer acquire, in perpetuity, any l'ights to the ether or 
its use. 

The Senate committee, opposed to the theory of vested rights, 
has fought for this second the01·y. We have believed it un~ 
thinkable that anyone should ever gain a right to use the 
ether in perpetuity and, a a consequence, the bill as it went 
to the conferees, after passing the Senate, was in consonance 
with the tenant-at-will theory. However, before I develop this 
fact, by referenee to the text of the Senate bill, let us consider 
some previous history. 

In 1924, dll!"ing the first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress, 
I introduced a radio bill, which I quote in part as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc.~ That the ether and the use thereof for tbe 
transmission <>f signals, words, energy, and other purposes, within the 
territorial jurisdiction of the United States is hereby reaffirmed to be 
the inalienable possession of tbe people of the United States and their 
Government, but privileges to enjoy such use may be granted as pro
vided by law :for terms o:f not to exceed two years. 

• • • • • • • 
.All such licenses heretofore granted by authority of Congress shall 

terminate within two years (if not sooner under the terms thereof) 
from the date of tbe approval hereof, and no such license shall be 
renewed, or any additional license g1-anted, except upon the filing with 
the Secretary of Commerce of an application by such licensee or appli· 
cant, executed under oath, setting forth, in the form prescribed by the 
Secretary of Commerce, that the claims of such licensee <>r applicant 
to the use of tbe ether are in consonance with and limited to the reci
tations and provisions of this act. 

As is evident, the purpose of tltis bill was to establish a 
policy to the effect that the ether and the use thereof should 
forever be the property of all of tbe people and not ultimately 
become the possession of but a few of the people. Moreover, it 
was so framed that if anyone using tlle ether dissented from 
this view, it would be nece sary to recant by signing a waiver, 
as provided, or resort to a mandamus and thus litigate his 
claims to vested rights a.t once and not years-possibly a gener
ation-hence. 

This bill was favorably reported by the Committee 01.. Inter
state Commerce and passed by l:he Senate. However, when this 
measure reached the House, it was opposed by some of the 
present House conferees, and all after the enacting clau. e 
stricken out, causing, of course, the bill to fail. NoJ:witbstand
ing, however, there was inserted in the pending bill as it passed 
the Senate, early last year, similar language as follows : 

And no license shall be granted until the applicant either for & 

license or for a renewal of a license has signed under oath a waiveJ: ol 
any claim of right to any wave length or to the use of the ether because 
of any previous use of the same, whether by license or otherwise. 

In short, the Senate reaffirmed its adherence to the tenant
at-will theory respecting the use of the ether. 

The House disagreeing in some respects with the bill as 
passed by the Senate, the present conferees were appointed, but 
to no immediate avail, as the conference was unable to reach 
common ground before adjournment. As a consequence, for 
the protection of the public interest, during the period between 
the sessions of Congress, a stop-gap, reaffirming the tenant-at
will theory, was adopted by both Senate and House in the form 
of a joint resolution reading in part as follows: 

And no renewal of the license for an existing station of any other 
class than a broadcasting station shall be granted for longer periods 
than two years; and that no original radio license <>r the renewal of 
an existing license shall be granted alter the date of tbe passage of 
this resolution unless the applicant therefor shall execute in writing 
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a waiver of any right or of any claim to any right, as against the 
United States, to any wave length or to the use of the ether in radio 
transmission beeause of previous license to use the same or because of 
the use thereof. 

This resolution, however, failed to receive the signatures of 
the Speaker of the Hoose and the President of the Senate prior 
to adjournment, and therefore did not become a law until Con
gress again as embled last December. This resolution, now a 
law, unquestionably put the stamp of approval of both Congress 
and the Pre ident upon the tenant-at-will theory so far as the 
ether and its use is concerned. But, Mr. President, notwith
standing all this, it is an amazing fact that the bill now before 
us, as reported by the conferees, leaves us at the mercy of 
vested rights by virtually abandoning the tenant-at-will theory. 
A.1 evidence that such is the case, consider 'the following facts : 

First. The conferees have stricken out the corresponding 
tenant-at-will provision in the Senate bill and substituted the 
following: 

No station license shall be granted by the commission or the Secre
buy of Commerce until the applicant therefor shall have signed a waiver 
of any claim to the use of any part~cular frequency or wave length or 
of the ether as against the regulatory power of the United States. 

Mark the words-
the regulatory power of the United States. 

No one questions the right of Congress to regulate the use 
of radio. Therefore no licensee would renounce anything of 
>alue by signing such a waiver. What we have been fighting 
for is not a waiver against " the regulatory power of the 
United States" but for a waiver of any right to use the ether
an entil'ely different thing. Of course, the great radio inter
est wanted the conferees' wording. They are prepared to 
claim vested rights and desire to avoid litigating the question 
at this time, as, under the Senate hill, they would be compelled 
to do, should they refuse to sign the waiver provided for 
therein. Wlmt they want is time for the seasoning of their 
claims. 

Why did the Senate members of the conference agree to this 
fundamental change'? Becau e, we are informed, that the ulti
matum of some of the House conferees is that the bill must go 
through in its pre. ent identical form or else it will be killed, 
and, moreover, there will be no other radio legislation at this 
se~o;sion of Congress. Is not this attitude significant? 

Second. The bill as passed by the Senate provided that the 
sale of any radio station should not be approved by the Secre
buy of Commerce if the price paid therefor should exceed the 
phy ical value of the property n·ansferred. The purpose of this 
provision was to emphasize that nothing of value--such as a 
vested right-might be conveyed in the transfer of a radio sta
tion other than the physical property. This provision is 
stricken out of the Senate bill as it comes from conference. 
Why? Becau.se it negates the idea of vested rights, and the 
great radio interests believe that the measure, in the form in 
\vhich it is now before us, if it does not openly approve the 
theory of vested rights, at least implies a denial of the tenant
at-will theory. 

Of course, the Senate members of the conference have also 
agreed to this change; and why? Because, we are informed, 
some of the ~ou.se conferees have delivered themselves of an 
ultimatum to the effect that the bill must go through in its 
present identical form or else it will be killed, and there shall 
be no radio legislation. Indeed, is not this attitude significant? 

Tbird. The Senate bill as it went to conference provided that 
in case of war or other emergency, should the Go>ernment see 
fit to close any radio station, that, under tlle terms of its license 
the Gover'nlllent should not be liable for damages because of 
such mere closing. Tllis pr·ovision is absolutely in accord with 
the tenant-at-will theory and was inserted in the bill because 
of that fact, but, Mr. President, the bill now before us, as it 
comes from the conferees, no longer contains this provision. 
'Vhy? Because it negates the theory of vested rights. 

This, too, bas been agreed to by the Senate conferees because 
of the ultimatum of some of the House Members of the confer
ence to the effect that this bill must be approved by the Senate 
in this identical form or else it will be killed, with no hope of 
other radio legislation during this session. What could be of 
greater significance? 

Fourth and finally. The pending bill as it comes from the 
conferees includes new matter in the form of a repeal of the 
present law. I refer to the joint resolution adopted just before 
the adjo?rnme?t of the last session of Congress and signed by 
the President m December, 1926, which provides for-
a waiver of any right, or of any claim to any right, as against the 
United States, to any wave len{,;th or to the use of the ether in radio 
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transmission because of previous license to use the same or because of 
the use thereof. 

In lieu thereof this bill, as it comes from conference, requires 
merely-
a waiver of any claim to the use of any particuiar frequency or wave 
length or of the ether a£- against the regulatory power of the United 
States-

something entirely different, indicating an evident intention to 
abandon the tenant-at-will theory which is now the law of 
the land. 

You may well ask why the Senate conferees ag~·eed to this 
repeal-a p1·actical capitulation. Again we are told that it is 
the ultimatum of some of the House conferees that this law 
should be repealed, otherwise there will be no radio legi lation 
during this session of Congress. Had the conference included 
the great radio interests, this ultimatum would not be surplis
ing. As it is, however, in new of what has gone before, its 
significance iB overpowering. 

l\lr. Pre. ident, three times has the Senate gone on record 
approving the tenant-at-will theory respecting the use of the 
ether; first, in 1924, when the bill which I introduced during 
that ses ion was pas;~e<l and sent to the House; a second time 
when the Senate passed the pending radio bill as it came from 
the Interstate Commerce Committee; and finally when it 
adopted, in conjunction with the House, the joint resolution 
which became a law last Decembet:. Notwithstanding, howeYer, 
the Senate is now asked not only to abdicate this reiterated 
position but to repeal the tenant-at-will theory now on the 
statute books. :Moreover, the Senate is asked to abdicate its 
previous position, not because the Senate conferees have been 
convinced but because the Honse conferees have threatened to 
defeat any radio legislation at this session unless the bill as it 
comes from conference is accepted by the Senate. 

Mr. President, this is not merely a matter of pride or stub· 
bornness on the part of the e conferees. The attitude adopted 
is for a purpose, and that pmpose is to prevent, in my opinion, 
the enactment into law of provisions in this bill which negate 
the theory of vested rights in favor of the tenant-at-will theory. 
In view of this fact we should stand unmoved. 

So far as we now know, the number of usable channels in the 
ethel' is limited, and they should be preserved for all time not 
for merely a handful of people but for all of the people. 

As this bill now stands it is what the great radio interests 
want. They are supporting it from every corner of the United 
States. They are telling their listeners, necessa·rily unac
quainted with its details, that a filibuster is in progress against 
the measure, that it is in danger, and that if their listeners 
want the air cleared up, to wire their Senators immediately to 
pass the bill. Not stopping there, they are charging individual 
Senators, including myself, with attempting to kill the bill 
through filibu.ster, although, as pr·eviously pointed out up to 
to-da~ I have o~copied t~e Senate tloor upon this subje~t. from 
the bme the bill was mtroduced in 1925 until now but 48 
minutes. Why such misrepresentation? Merely a d~termina
ti.on to leave no stone unturned to force through this bill as 
reported by the conferees, and thus preserve, if possible their 
claimed vested :r;ights. ' 

Indeed, we should stand unmoved. We should send the bill 
back to conference with instructions to make sucb chancres as 
are necessary fol' the protection of the public. '.rhere is ple~ty ot 
time. There is no danger that the bill will not ultimately pass. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. PreNident, I l10ld in my hand a maga
zine which is entitled "Radio Doings," and on the sixteenth 
page I find this article : 

HEr.Ii:1S HOW 

By Maj. Lawrence Mott, KFWO 

[Editor's note.-.A few suggestions on the puzzling radio situation 
as offered by a station owner.] 

I do not know what the letters KFWO stand for. 
During a program oYer my little station, 1atter1y, I chanced to 

make mention of the fact that I had been asked by Senator DILL, 
father of the bill now in Congress, to let him have my views on the 
radio situation, and any suggestions that occurred to me. Listeners 
to KFWO have asked that I set forth my suggestions in our pages. 
Perhaps mine editor will permit? 

Briefiy: Put all stations oti the air under at least 100 watts! 
And on the very reasonable theory that the man who ~an not afford 
the upkeep of that amount of power <:an not, ipso facto, afford the 
cost of good orchestras, artists, etc., for his microphones! I do not 
know i:f my readers are awa.re of it, tlut the ridding of the overburdened 
airs of everything up to 100 watts would release at least 25 per cent 
of the congested ail· channels! It is all very well to say that these 
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little fly-by-night ts, 10, 20, 50, and 100 watt stations (of which there 
are a vast quantity infesting-

! should like to call tbe Senate's attention to the word " in
festing"-
the broadcast channels ) do not reach out! Their progra:ms may not, 
but their carrier waves do, and that is wbat causes the pestilential 
whine and squealing eo obnoxious to listeners-in. I suggested to 
Senator DILL that if a cleaning out up to 100 watts did not have 
the desired results, keep on cleaning up to 250 watts! And if there 
were still interference, clean out to 500 watts. 

'l'hey do not want to give any chance at all to the poor man, 
to whom God Almighty has gi\en the free air-or at least we 
had presumed so up to now-when the Senate seems to think 
that it should be taken away from him and is possibly in a 
mood of mind to do it; but they want to tm·n the air over only 
to the rich, the powerful, and the mighty, to the men ·who have 
money, who are able, if you please, to purchase expensive and 
fine equipment. So the little farmer out in the country, who 
really needs the service, who is not able to take his family to 
to"'ll to the big operas-" grand operas," I believe they are 
called-or to the big moving-picture shows, or to some other 
kind of amusement, because he is not rich, because he does not 
own an automobile, and because he lives out on a farm and is 
poor, must not have a radio. This "Big Ike" says "steal it 
from him; take it away from him." I want to know if the 
Senate means to indorse that kind of proposition. 

l\ir. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator from South 
Carolina yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to tlle Senator from Washington? 

Mr. BLEASE. Yes, l:>ir ; what I am reading from is the 
Senator's mouthpiece, and I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. DILL. 011, no. 
Mr. BLEASE. That is what the writer says. 
lUI·. DILL. The writer states he made those suggestions to 

me. I wish to tell the Senator from South Carolina, however, 
that this bill does not carry out those suggestions ; it does not 
provide for the limiting of stations as this man has suggested. 
I was very glad to have his suggestions, but I did not follow 
them nor did the committee. 

1\Ir. BLEASEJ. It will not take more than about 15 minutes 
after the President signs this bill to bring about the condition 
to which the magazine article refers. 

With this much accomplislled, fix the " ceiling " of power at 1,000 
wa t t s. 

I am very frank in the prophecy that if all stations were compelled 
by law to use master-oscillators in their transmitters (thus absolutely 
fixing their wave and keeping it sllarp, withal) ; if, shall we say, every
thing under 250 (or 500) watts, and over 1,000, were legalized off the 
ail·, t hen, 0 air pals o' mine, you would have splendid radio reception! 

I can hear the yell from the smaller station owners as I write: "It's 
all very well for you, with plenty of money, equipment, to go to 500 
watts, etc., to talk. But how about us who have also spent money 
in our equipment?" A very reasonable yell, I admit. But the laws 
of progress are immutable and unchangeable. Pl"ivate property is 
conderunerl for impro,·ements in cities, for instance. A board of ap
praise1·s decides what a just and fair price would be for the condemned 
property and, willy-nilly, the owner of it must conform-for the good of 
the whole. I suggested the same thing to Senator DILL, i. e., appraise 
all stations up to 100 watts (to begin with), legislate them off the air, 
and pay their owners. We are at once rid of a lot of troublesome 
mosquitoes. To be redundant, carry this scheme to 250 watts, or 500, 
if it is necessary to clear the air. 

I see that Senator WALSH and a few others are holding up the bill 
In tile Senate. If some sort of a bill does not pass at this session, 
everything except the most expensive superselective sets with loops; 
chiefly, might as well be used to light the morning fire, in so far as 
any use that their owners will get out of them. 

Tbe man who wrote that article expresses exactly what this 
bill means; he expre:~k·es an idea which is too prevalent in this 
country to-day, according to which every man would be de
prived of rights unless be has ample means. That is what this 
bill means and nothing else. It does not say so ; certainly not ; 
only a fool would come here and bring in a bill which applied 
only to the rich ; but this bill applies to them, and the author 
of the article in this radio magazine writes to that effect, and 
in a footnote says that a copy of it has been sent to the Con
gressmen arid the Senators from the State of California. 

Mr. President, bas the Senate reached the point that it is not 
only willing to deprive the people of the country of their per
sonal liberty, deprive the poor '!ban of the right to take a drink, 
but to go further than that and deprive them of the benefit of 
using the air. Of course the rich people have plenty of liquor; 
everybody who has any ~ense knows that. All the prohibition 

law does is to deprive the poor devil of a drink. It does not 
deprive any man of it who has $2.50 and is able to spend it in 
that way ; we all know that; and this bill deprives him of other 
privileges. It seems to me that we are trying to take from the 
people of this country almost every privilege or right, for now 
the Senate bas reached the point where it actually wants to 
place the air, the God-given air, in the control of a few and 
refu~e it to the poor people of this country. 

1\fr. BRUCE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. BLEASE. Certainly. 
Mr. BRUCE. Apropos of what the Senator from South Caro

lina has said about the invidious discrimination worked by pro
hibition between the l'ich and the less fortunate members of 
society, I might say to him that some time ago I asked one of 
the leading criminal lawyers of Baltimore whose business has 
been that of defending traverses in prohibition cases whether he 
could recall the fact that any man of any social standing or in
fluence had ever been con\icted in the cit:- of Baltimore of any 
violation of the Volstead Act. After meditating for a few 
moments he said that he could not. 

Mr. BLDASE. That does not only apply to Baltimore, but it 
applies all over thls country. I know it applies in tte State of 
South Carolina; and I am absolutely certain that it applies in 
the city of Washington, for I know that there is nobody in the 
city of Washington who wants liquor who is deprived of it :i.f he 
has the money with which to buy it. 'l'hat is proved every dny 
~ - ~ around us, and it is not necessary to go out to hunt it up, 
either. 

I am in favor of radio legislation to regulate in a proper man
ner the use of the air ; but when the editor of a magazine such 
as that from which I have quoted sets forth the purpose of the 
pending measure and the purpose of its authors to be to close 
the service of the air and the use of the air to all the people 
of this country except those who are able to buy the very finest 
equipment for their radios in order that they may not be wor
ried, as be says, by the "mosquitoes " buzzing in then I think 
it is time the Senate should pause to consider where we are 
going. , 

The Senator from New York [1\lr. CoPEL.AND] admitted tllat 
this was a bad bill. Is the Senate to be called upon to pass thi::; 
bill when the very men who are advocating its passage them
sel\es admit it to be a bad bill? Has the day come in America 
when the Senate will pass a bill knowing it is a bad bill, admit
ting it is a bad bill, on the theory of the man from whom I 
have quoted, "Let us get this measure, and then we will carry 
out our purpose and get what we really want"? I can not 
understand, to save my life, why tbe Senate should consider 
passing a bill the friends of which themselves admit is a uall 
bill. Is it only for the purpose of having an entering wedge? 
Is it only with the idea that if you can not get something better 
than this take this now and then later amend it so that :von 
can get what you want, so that you deprive all the people of 
this country from the use of the radio except those who are able 
to buy the finest equipment and say. to them, " You can get 
your fine grand opera ; you can get your fine musicals, :md so 
forth. and nobody else can interfere; nobody else can have 
the privilege of radio. It is for the select few." 

I thought this was a democratic Government; I thought it 
was supposed to be a Government of the people, by tlle people. 
and for the people, but l begin to have a doubt as to that when 
the Senate, in the face of an article lilce the one from which I 
have quoted, and despite the fact that Senators who are advo
cating this bill admit that it is a bad bill, admit that it iR 
wrong in principle, insist on hurrying it through to-night if 
necessary. I have no objection to that; I have not anything 
else to do, and I can stay here just as long as can anybody else. 
I do not propose to delay its passage, but I want to file my pro
test against any bill that is admitted by the men who bring it in 
here to be a bad bill. 

1\Ir. DILL. 1\!r. President, will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

l\Ir. BLEASEJ. Yes, sir. 
1\lr. DILL. I do not want to sit here under the repeat<'d 

statement of the Senator that those of us who bring in thi · bill 
say that it is a bad bill. The Senator from New York [l\1r. 
COPELA -n] is opposing the bill, and he said it was a bad bill. 
Tho e of us who brought in the bill recognize that it is not per
fect; it does not contain all the provisions we want it to con
tain; but we believe that it is a good bill and that it will be 
the beginning of the regulation of radio. 

In regard to the editorial the Senator has read, I want to ~ay 
that we can not prevent people from sending us suggestions. 
'V'e ought to welcome suggestions; but when we did not adopt 
the suggestions that were made, we should not be charged with 
the result which he says would follow if we did adopt them. 

I 

; 
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:Mr. BLEASE. 1\Ir. President, I make the prediction on this 

floor now that if this conference report is adopted it will not 
be 12 months before men who are voting far it in this Chamber 
will be deprived of putting their views before the country over 
the radio. I make the further prediction that in less than two 
years it will be controlled for partisan political and religious 
purpose , and that when men want to put their views before 
the American Nation o"\""er the radio they will be deprived of 
tbat liberty, and that the select few only will be given the 
privilege of hanng the use of that machinery. 

Personally, I do not want it. I do not w-ant to talk to any
body I can not see. If I talk to an audience, I want to look 
at them, and I want them to see me. Then I can come near 
telling what they want; and if I get on tbe wrong track, and 
they begin to squint their faces up, I can go on something else 
that will please them if it is necessary. But I do not want a 
machine fixed here for tbe pm-poses of the select few, and that 
is all that this bill mean . That is what it is brought in here 
for. That is its pm·po e. 

I am not responsible for this man who has been referred to. 
He may be a fool, but I am not responsible for his haYing little 
enough sense to parade his ideas in print and get them into 
the bands of the Senate before they pass on this matter. 

Why should we control the air? I have not heard any rea
son for it yet. I suppose after a while they will fix it so that 
only certain people can go up in the air in an airship. About 
that I will never be worried, because I never expect to ride in 
one. Consequently, that does not worry me the least bit; but 
I do think that Senators should not sit here as a matter of 
courtesy and vote for bills to please somebody. I think it is 
too great a question, and that the Senate should stop and con
sider before they vote to put the control of the air of this 
country in the hands of anybody. 

Somebody said that this bill puts the control of the air in 
the hands of Herbert Hoover. Very well; I do not know that 
that is so bad. I understand that he is the President's legal 
adviser; that he is his adviser on ·agricultural matters; that 
he is his adviser on matters of commerce, and I suppose on 
theology, too, and everything else connected with the Cabinet; 
but I do object, so far as I am iiJ.dividually concerned, to turn
ing over to him or any other man or any set of men such con
trol as this bill gives. 

I presume the bill is going to pass; but I wanted to go on 
record just this far, so that when I go back to my people I 
can say to them that I did all I could, and that was to register 
my protest. I want to be in a position, when ce1·tain things 
happen in the campaign of 1928, where the :finger of scorn can 
not be pointed at me, and it can not be said," You kept us from 
receiving the proper kind of information that would have been 
given to us by some people had not this bill been enacted into 
law." 

It steals my State's right to control its own, and I object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

conference report. 
The report was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

Ames age from the House of Representatives, by :Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 16249) making appropriations .for the military and non
military activities of the ,rar Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1928, and for other purposes, and that the 
House had receded from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate Nos. 1 and 34 to the said bill, and concurred 
therein. 

The message also a.nnotmced UJ,at the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 16576) making appropriations for the Depart
ments of State and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the 
Departments of Commerce and Labor, fur the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1928, and for other pm-poses, and that the House 
had receded from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate No. 13 to the said bill, and concurred therein. 

NATIO!'i.AL PREPAREDNESS AND NATIONAL DEFENSE . 

Mr. l\1EANS. l\1r. President, on this day there was held in 
this Capitol a conference of the commanders in chief and the 
national commanders of the Grand Army of the Republic, the 
United Spanish War Veterans, the American Legion, the Vet
erans of Foreign Wars, and the Disabled American Veterans
the first time in our history when we have ever gathered to
gether to cooperate in the expression of the views of the great 
body of veterans throughout the United States. They have 
authorized me to be their voice in presenting a memorial to 

th-e Pre~ident, to the Congress, and to the people of the United 
States. · · 

Therefore, not to take up the time of the Senate, I ask unani
mous consent to have made a part of the RECORD their unani
mous statement of the matters considered, and then· action. 

The \ICE PRESilJENT. Without objection, the matter will 
be placed in the RECORD. 

The matter referred to is a follows: 

This conference is the result of a mutual understandlng among the 
fiye commanders in chief and national commanders of the war veterans' 
organizations, after communication one with another; it being decided 
as a result of this mutual understanding that the time was ripe and 
the necessity exists for us to declare ourselves upon national prepared· 
ness and the condition of our national defenses. This question is mucb 
considered by tlfe public generally and by the executive and legislative 
branches of our Government. It is of peculiar interest and concern to 
the veterans of all wars. 

We are a peace-loving people and earnest supporters of limitation of 
armament among the nations of the world. We commend any and all 
efforts toward a mutual understanding between the nations. We desire 
the settlement of international disputes by methods of arbitration and 
mutual ag1·eement. The invitation of His · Excellency the President of 
the United States to the nations of the world to meet and discuss 
proper methods of applying an agreement for limitation of armament 
must meet the commendation of all people. 

The following is the statement of the conference on the subject of 
national defense: · 

To His E:xcelleflC1J the PreBitlent, to the Co-ngt·ess, atl-d to the people of 
the United Statu: • 

The great body of war veterans in this country are sincere advo
cates of peaceful sett~ement of international disputes. They know the 
horrors of war. The Government of the U1 ited States bas never un
furled its battle tlag for conquest ot• aggression, but only in defense 
of human rights. It has always led in the matter of armament limi
tation and has scrupulously adhered to the terms of such treaty 
arrangements. 

The world is t1·oubled "--ith strife and armed conflicts. We have 
responsibilit:;· to provide for an adequate national the inescapable 

defense. 
All of American wars in the past have been fougllt by its citizen 

soldiers. In all these wars inadequate preparations needlessly sac
rificed the lives of thousands of young Americans, who were forced to 
fight, insufficiently equipped and trained. This prolonged the wars and 
greatly increased the public debt. As a result of these experiences, a 
national defense act was created making provisions for the training 
and equipping of our citizen soldiers that a needless sacrifice of lite 
could be avoided. 

Therefore, we, James Tanner, past commander in chief of the Grand 
Army of the Republic; RICE W. MEANS, commander tn chief of the 
United Spanish War "\Teterans; Theodore Stitt, commander in chief of 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States; Howard P. Savage, 
national commander of the American Legion; and John V. Clinnin, 
national commander of the Disabled American Veterans of the World 
War, representing millions of men and women of our organizations, in 
conference assembled, this 18th day of February, 1927, under the very 
dome of OUI' Nation's Capitol, do unanimously request, yea, demand, 
the ca.rrying out of the. spirit and intent of · the national defense act, 
and providing sufficient appropriations for that purpose. Also the im
mediate passage of an act providing for sufficient appropriations to 
build a Navy equal to that of any other country in all the world. 

Our national defense must not be crippled under a plea of economy 
or pacifism. 

The enunciations of the several conventions of our orga.niza tions 
pledge us to support and dedicate our endeavors of service to our coun
try, that it may live and prosper in peace, through the maintenance 
of an adequate Army and Navy. 

AMEBlCANISM 

There exist to-day many definitions or explnna lions oJ' the term 
"Americanism." Some attempt to determine it in degrees and per· 
centages, and others to meet every condition of life. All veterans 
realize that one of the essentials to any legitimate definition of Amet·i
canism is a willingness or eagerness to defend our country against all 
its enemies. There is nQ one better qualified than the war veterans of 
this country to define Americanism so that the younger generation 
might have 11- conc.rete, clear definition and understanding of the term. 
This is the definition agreed to : 

"Americanism is an unfailing love of country, loyalty to its institu· 
tions and ideals ; eagerness to defend it against all enemies ; undivided 
allegiance to the tlag ; and a desire to secure the blessings of liberty 
to ourselves and posterity." 

HOSPITALIZATION 

There Is pending before the Congress of the United States a reor
ganJzation bill which attempts to make a department of welfare and 
education. There Is also pending before one of the branches of the 
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Congress a bill to transfer· the board of governors of the national homes 
to the jurisdiction of the Yeterans' Bureau. 

A question which concerns the veterans of all wars at this time is 
one of hospitalization. The Director of the Veterans' Bureau has 
definite views upon the subject. It is the desire, where possible, to 
have all veteran organizations cooperate, with an understanding and 
mutual regud of the difficulties confronting each of them, and to have 
a proper administration of the relief extended to all veterans. Gen
eral Hines accepted an invitation to be present and did express his 
views to the conference. This is a matter of much concern and should 
be discussed and determined in the near future. It is of the utmosl: 
concern to all veteran organizations. 

A plea by Corporal Tanner, past commander of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, for the consolidation of all agencies of tile Government 
for the relief and hospitalization of veterans of all w.nrs under one 
Federal head was made to the conference of national commanders of 
the veterans' organizations. This was discussed at length and it was 
agreed the commanders would report the subject to their respective 
organizations for action at their next annual encampment or conven· 
tion. 

EMERGENCY OFFICERSJ BILL 

The conference unanimously urged upon Congress the enactment of 
the Tyson-Pitzgerald bill for the retirement of the disabled emergency 
Army officers. 

LOWER COLORADO RIVER B.ASIN 

1\lr. JOHNSON. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDEl\"'T. The Senator from California. 
1\Ir. JOHNSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con

sideration of Senate bill 3331, Order of Business No. 666. I 
will say to the Senators in charge of the appropriation bill that 
if this motion be agreed to I shall immediately lay aside the 
bill temporarily in order that they may be heard upon the 
appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from California. 

Mr. BRUCE. What is the motion? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That the Senate proceed to the 

consideration of Senate bill 3331, to provide for the protection 
and development of the lower Colorado River Basin. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, the senior Senator from 
California of course has just moved to proceed to the considera
tion of Senate bill 3331, which is the Boulder Canyon bill. Am 
I correct in my understanding of the motion? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ASHURST. I am sure the Senator would not attempt to 

proceed to-night with the consideration of that bill. 
Mr. JOHNSON. If the motion be agreed to, I will say to 

the Senator from Arizona, as I have said to the Senators in 
charge of the District of Columbia appropriation bill, that I 
shall immediately lay it aside temporarily, in order that they 
may take up the appropriation bill. 

1\Ir. ASHURST. Mr. President, I must ask for the yeas and· 
nays on that motion. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. 1\Ir. President, this motion is debatable. 
I want to see the Senate take up the Boulder dam bill and 
consider it. I have not given to the bill the study that the ques
tion deserves ; but if the motion prevails we must not forget 
that during the remainder of the session we are going to· act 
under unanimous consent here. 

I have been very much interested in the Muscle Shoals matter, 
which has been before the Senate for a long time. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator :deld to me? 
1\Ir. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Arizona. 
1\Ir. ASHURST. I will withdraw the request for the yeas 

and nays and at the appropriate time simply ask for a quorum. 
1\Ir. IIARRISON. The Muscle Shoals matter has been here 

for a number of years. A joint committee was appointed by the 
Congress to receive bids. Those bids were received, and the 
joint committee made their report and recommendation. There 
iQ a bill on the calendar dealing V'.rith the subject matter. That 
bill bas been recommended for passage. I appreciate the fact 
that it is going to be very difficult to get the bill up for con
sideration during the remaining days of this Congress ; but it 
does seem to me that there ought to be given to the Senate an 
opportunity to vote on whether or not we are going to consider 
the recommendations of the joint committee. 

l\1r. WARREN. l\Ir. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Wyoming. 
1\Ir. WARREN. If there is prolonged debate in connection 

with the bill that the Senator from California has moved to 
take up, I de~h·e to make a motion to take up the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill ; and that, of course, is the senior 
motion. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. I understood that the Senator from Cali
fornia would not raise any objection to taking up the appro
priation bill. 

1\lr. JOHNSOX. Not a bit. I will lay it aside at once 
temporari1y. 

Mr. HARRISON. I understood that; uut the difficulty, may 
I say to the Senator from Californja, is that the 1\luscle 
Shoals bill will have to be taken up upon a motion, and if the 
motion should prevail it would displace the other matter. 

1\Ir. i\IOSES. ~Ir. President, with the consent of the Senator 
from Mississippi, may I propound an inquiry to the Senator 
from California? Tlle peud.ing appropriation bill is the Dis
trict bill. We shall have two or tllree conference reports on 
other appropriation bill::;, and we shall al. o have the general 
deficiency appropriation bill. Does the generous spirit which 
the Senator has expres ed regarding the pending bill apply to 
all the appropriation bills'? 

l.\Ir. JOHNSON. Why, certainly, sir, and I so state now; and 
I shall be delighted to take up with the Senator from 1\Iissi:'l· 
sippi the particular question to which he has referred if this 
motion shall prevail, and see if some arrangement ca~ not be 
made by which he may be heard. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator, of course. realizes that there 
is a great difference of opinion on the que-·tion of 1\ln::;cle 
Shoals--

l\Ir. JOHNSON. Yes. 
1\Ir. HARRISON. And that the bill can not be brought up 

by unanimous con ent. I imagine somebo<ly would object. I 
am wondering, therefore, if t11e Senator from California and 
other Senators would agree, say, that on l\Ionday or Tuesday 
not more than an hour of the time of the Senate--a certain 
time--be given to the consideration of the l\Iu ~cle Shoals bill. 

1\Ir. WARREN. Mr. President, 1 move that the Senate take 
up the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion has no preferenee 
after 2 o'clock. 

Mr. SMOOT. 1\Ir. Pre!'lident, the Senator from California 
knows, of course, that the matter to which he refers is going 
to l~ad to a long-drawn out deuate. As far as I am personally 
concerned, opposed to the bill as I am-and I shall use all the 
power that I have in my body to see that a vote is not taken
! am going to ask the Senator from Arizona and other Sen
ators who are oppo ed to the bill to allow the bill to be taken 
up !lnd then after it is discussed for a day or two, say, I give 
notice to the Senator that I am going to move to displace tlte 
bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Very well; that is the privilege of the Sena
tor from Utah. I assume, of course, that every bit of power 
he has in his body, as he states, he will present in opposition 
to this measure, because it is a human-interest measure; but, 
nevertheless, let us take up the bill if we can. Then the sub
sequent matters to which he refers may be ultimately deter·
mined. 

1\Ir. Sl\IOOT. l\Ir. President, if the Senator feels that way, 
we might just as well discuss the bill at the time of taking it 
up. I thought I was doin.,. a favor to the Senator. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON. All right; then let us take up the bill. 
1\lr. 1\IOSES. It can be discussed under the motion which 

the Senator has just made to take it up. 
1\Ir. Sl\fOOT. Why, certainly. The Senator from California 

spoke to me about taking up the bill, and I told him I would do 
what I could to let it come up. 

Mr. JOHNSON. All right; let us take it up, then. 
Mr. SMOOT. But tlle le~ture the Senator gave me-
1\Ir. JOHNSON. The lecture that the Senator from Cali

fornia gave to the Senator fr.om Utah was in response to the 
lecture of the Senator from Utah coucerning the bill. 

1\Ir. Sl\IOOT. I did not lectme the Senator from California. 
~fr. JOHKSON. I do not know whom tlle Senator from 

tJtah was lecturing if he was not lecturing me. 
1\lr. SMOOT. There wa~ no lecture. It was not a lecture 

at all. 
l\Ir. JOHNSON. All right; let us omit the lectures, then, and 

allow the bill to be taken up. 
Mr. S~\IOOT. I have ·no objection to the bill being taken up 

as I said to the Senator, and I think I promised him. 
Mr. JOHl"\TSON. AU right. 
1\fr .• '1\lOOT. I have done what I said I would do. I ask 

the Senator from Arizoua and I ask other Senators who are 
oppo ~eu to the bill to permit it to be taken up. 

1\Ir. JOHNSON. Let me express my gratitude to tile Senator 
ft•om Utah and the Senator fl'om Arizona. 

1\Ir. ASHURST and 1\Ir. HEFLIN addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDE~'l'. The Senator from Arizona. 
Mr. BRUCE. 1\fr. Pre ideut, I wish it understood that I am 

not agreeing to anything. 
1\Ir. ASHURST. Mr. PreHii!.ent. I assume that the motion of 

the Senator from California will prevail. 
Mr. KING. Do not assume that. 

\ 
'• 
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Mr. ASHURST. It seems obvious that the Senate is wining 

to discuss the bill, but I · wish it distinctly understood that I 
have pending a motion to strike from the bill those portions 
thereof which I say raise revenue, it being my contention that 
under the Constitution of · the United States a bill to raise 
$125,000,000 of revenue can not legally be proposed in the Senate 
and considered. I am notifying the able Senator from Cali
fornia, who will be in charge of the bill, ii he will give me his 
attention, that I wish to be heard on my motion fu·st before 
the merits of the bill are gon-e into. I think I have a right, and 
I think the Senate has a right, to have that question determined 
first. So to-morrow morning, or as soon thereafter as I may, 
I shall ask for action on my motion, though I shall not dis
cuss it at any length. I merely wanted to- have my position 
known. · 

Mr. JOHNSOJ'i. :Mr. President, the Senator from Arizona, 
as he states, has made a motion of exactly the character he 
indicates. If to-morrow morning, when the bill is presented, 
if it be presented then, the amendment I propose does not meet 
his objection, he ought to be heard, and I have not the. slight
est objection and will insist that he shall be heard, as he shall 
desire. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
M1·. JOHNSON. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. If the Senator can get his bill up on motion, 

I want him to have it taken up, but I do not believe that it is 
necessary at this time to delay all the appropriation bills that 
a1·e ready to be taken up. Pretty nearly every Senator in the 
body is standing on his feet now in opposition to the bill which, 
the Senator is trying to get up, as I · understand it. The Sena
tor has been very considerate, and if I make a senior motion 
to take up an appropriation ·bill, which under the rule I can 
do--

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, that is a motion which, as 
I understand · it, does not take precedence at this particular 
time. If the motion which I have presented be carried, I ~ill 
do exactly what the Senator from Wyoming asks. He is en
tirely in error in thinking that the Senators who are upon their 
feet are opposed to the bill. All Senators are interested in legis
lation of one kind or another, and we want to accommodate 
everyone if we can, but here is a bill which is entitled, at least, 
to a hearing, and I am asking merely for a hearing upon it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President-- . . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
. Mr. JOHNSON. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. WILLIS. I want simply to say one thing, and I say it 

because Senators know I am very much interested in at least 
two other measures, one the bill to reorganize the Commerce 
Department and the other the customs reorganization bill 

I think we ought to have a vote upon both those measures; 
but I think the Senator from Calif~rnia, who has waited here 
since last spring, is entitled to an opportunity to present his 
measure. While I al;D. for these other bills, and am really 
more interested in them than I am in the Senator's bill, I shall 
vote with him for an opportunity to have a hearing upon the 
bill he desires to bring before the Senate. 

Mr. 'HEFLIN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Alabama? 
Mr. JOHNSON. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I do not want to keep the Senator from 

getting a vote on his bill, but I want to add to what the 
Senator from Mis issippi has said about consideration of the 
Mu cle Shoals legislation that we certainly ought to have a 
day or part of a day set apart to consider that measure at this 
se ~sion of Congress, and I hope the Senator from California 
will work with us to that end. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I shall do so. 
1\lr. WATSON. 1\fr. President. will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON. I yield to the Senator from Indiana:-
Mr. WATSON. It occurs to me that under the existing 

circumstances the wise thing to do is to adopt the motion 
made by the Sen a tor from California. He has agreed to lay 
the measure aside temporarily to permit the appropriation bills 
to be passed. Undoubtedly this measure is of such importanc-e 
to the western section of the United States that it should at 
least be considered by this body. The measure has been on 
the calendar a long time, the country is more or less familiar 
with it; there is a demand that the legislation be enacted--

1\fr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WATSON. Yes. 
Mr. KING. There may be a demand from a restricted area; 

but I want to assure the Senator that the demand is not so 
widespread as he may imagine it to be. 

. Mr. WATSON. Of course, that . is a matter to be thrashed 
out. It is to be regretted that there is any sort of division 
among the Western States on the proposition, but whether 
there be or not, it is a question which really demands consider
ation by the Senate of the United States. That western section 
is a part of this country, and it ought to be developed in any 
and every way in which it can be developed to further the 
inter-ests of its civilization and its citizenship. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr ~ President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Nevada? 
Mr . .JOHNSON. I yield. 
Mr. PITTMAN. I realize that there is some difference in 

the West with regard to the bill in its present form. As to 
whether there will be differences as to general legislation after 
amendments shall be adopted by this body is another question. 
It is absolutely impossible to determine what the form of the 
bill will be after the Senate acts on amendments. The only 
way we can find out is to take it up and see what amendments 
are adopted. I do not know that there will be anyone opposed 
to the bill if certain amendments shall be adopted. Practically 
the whole country is anxiously waiting for legislation to control 
the floods in the Colorado River, so that the imminent danger 
of destruction in the Imperial Valley will be removed. I cer
tainly would like to know what the amendments are and what 
we can adopt, and how far we will get. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Washington? 
. -1\fr. JOHNSON. I yield. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I simply desire to say that I 
am in favor of the Senator's bill and expect to vote for it. 
There is another bill on the calendar, however,· dealing with 
what everyone knows is a very important matter, which I think 
ought to be passed and ought to be passed promptly. I refer to 
the bill relating to the reorganization of the Prohibition Unit 
and the Customs Bureau. There is quite a controversy about 
that measure. There are likely to be several amendments 
made, and I do not want to see that bill fail. I think we should 
pass it, and I think we should pass it at the first opportunity. 
But it seems to be generally considered that this Boulder Dam 
bill should be taken up now. 

What I wanted to say frankly to the Senator from California 
was that while I am in favor of his bill, if it runs along two or 
three days and a pi'oposal is made to take up this other bill, I 
shall vote to take it up. I would not like to vote to take up the 
Senator's bill and then vote to have it displaced, but I wanted 
to explain my position with reference to it. 

1\Ir. JOHNSON. I have to take that chance in getting this 
bill up, I confess. 

1\Ir. MOSES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON. I yield. 
Mr. 1\IOSES. I want the Senator from Washington to under

stand that he is not unique in the position he takes, because 
there are others of us here who have bills in which we are inter
ested. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I did not assume I was unique, 
but I wanted the Senator from California to understand, if I 
asked to have his bill displaced, why I did it. 

Mr. HARRISON. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. JOHNSON. I yield. 
Mr. HARRISON. I have no desire to try to delay this 

Boulder Dam proposition, but I am intensely interested in the 
Muscle Shoals measure. Will not the Senator permit me to 
submit a unanimous-consent request before he presses his 
motion? 

Mr. MOSES. I can say now that I am going to give unani
mous consent to nothing until a vote is had on the motion of the 
Senator from California. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I say now that the motion will not 
be voted on right now. 

1\fr. MOSES. In that case we will listen to the Senator from 
1\.lississippi 

Mr. HARRISON. There is no use in that. We can get to
gether, because I ~ asking for nothing exceptional. 

1\:lr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I think I have the floor, and 
I beg my friends from Mississippi and New Hl:!Jllpshlre not to 
grind me between the two. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator will not be ground 
'between the two. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not ·want to get into a situation, 
through a difference between the Senators, whereby my motion 



"4158 OONGRESSION AL R.ECOR.D-SEN ATE FEBRUARY 18 
i:nay not be put. What is it the Senator from Mississippi 
desires? 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from New Hampshire will 
permit me to submit my unanimous-consent request, I will do 
so. I <lesire that on next Wednesday or Thursday at 2 
o'clock--

Mr. SMOOT. l\Iake it Wednesday. 
Mr. HARRISON. Wednesday, say, at 2 o'clock, a motion be 

considered by the Senate to take up Senate bill 4106-that is, 
the Muscle Shoals measure-and that it be considered for two 
hours, one hour of which is to be used by those in favor of 
the motion and one hour by those against the motion, and 
that a "\'Ote be taken at the end of the time on the motion. 

Mr. :MOSES. I can not give consent to any agreement of 
that sort, which looks to a division of time and control of the 
time on the floor. 

Mr. HARRISON. I witlidraw the suggestion as to the divi
sion of time, and let it end with the provision as to two hours. 

Mr. MOSES. Nor do I agree to the :fixing of a definite time 
for taking a vote. If the ·Senator wishes to have a moot court 
debate here for two hours on the Muscle Shoals problem next 
Wednesday, I shall not object. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
this interjection, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN] has 
discussed this matter with the Senator from 1\Iississ.ippi and 
with me, as chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. It was agreed that I should make a motion to re
commit on behalf of the committee. I am willing to withhold 
that motion if a limited time is taken on the motion presented 
by the Senator, and I think he ought to be quite content with 
the modifications suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire 
that two hours be gi"\'en to the discussion of the subject next 
Wednesday. I assure the Senator that during that time I shall 
not interpose a motion to recommit. It is simply left as an 
agreement for debate. 

1\ir. MOSES. If the unanimous-consent agreement should so 
be drawn as to have it understood that at the conclusion of the 
two hours' debate the Senator from Oregon would be free to 
offer his motion to 1·ecommit, I would not object. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President--
Mr. JOHNSON. I yield to the Senator. 
l\ir. KING. When the Senator has yielded the floor I shall 

speak. I do not want to take the Senator fl'om the floor. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Will not the Senator from Utah permit my 

motion to be put? 
1\lr. KING. After I make an observation or two. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the unani

mous-consent request? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let the unanimous-consent agreement 

be reported. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will not the Senator from 1\fissis

sippi state his request again? 
Mr. HARRISON. That on next Wednesday, at 2 o'clock-
Mr. JOHNSON. I will agreJ to anything offered by the 

Senator from Mississippi in that regard that I can agree to. 
However, I do not know that an agreement from me at this 
time would be of any value. 

l\lr. HARRISON. I was just stating my request at the sug
gestion of the Senator from Wisconsin. It is that on next 
'Vednes(lay at 2 o'clock a motion be considered by the Senate 
to take up Senate bill 4106; that two hours be given for its dis
cussion; and that at the end of that time the Senator from 
O~egon may, if he desil'es, make a motion to refer to a com
mittee; and that a vote be taken at the expiration of two hours 
on the motion to refer; and if that shall be defeated, then the 
:YOte shall be taken on the motion to take the bill up. 

Mr. WARREN. 11r. President, I do not know that I have 
ever objected to any unanimous-consent reque::.t, but I mnst 
object unless these agreements are mad) subject to the con
sideration of appropriation bills. It seems to me we have got 
off the track lately a little too far. I want to ask the Senator 
from :Mississippi--

Mr. HARRISON. If tlle Senator will permit me, I will step 
aside any time for the Senator from 'Vyoming on any preposi
tion. 

1\Ir. BRATTON. .Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator 
from Mississippi if his unanimous-consent proposal involves 
voting on the bill at the end of the tw.o hours? 

Mr. HARRISON. Either within that time or at the end of 
the two-hour period; either on a motion to take the bill up or 
on a motio:J. of the Senator from Oregon to recommit it. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I want to understand the last 
statement of the Senator. Do I understand his unanimous-con
sent request to be that at the expiration of the two hours a 
:vote shall be taken on the final disposition of the bill? 

Mr. HARRISON. No ; on a motion to proceed to its con
sideration or on a motion, if the Senator from Oregon should 
elect, to refer it to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SMITH. If the Senator will allow me, I want to make 
this statement: Last year we appointed a committee to study 
the Muscle Shoals proposition; they have made a report and I 
think they are entitled to the respect of the Senate to the' extent 
that some action shall be taken in reference thereto. The recom
mendation of the committee can not pass this body at this 
fession ; but I think the committee is entitled to be beard, and 
tbe Senate should be allowed to take such action on their report 
as the report deserves. I am sure it will be defeated, as it 
ought to be. 

l\lr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I say to the Senator 
from South Carolina that I am prompted by the same reasons 
to offer the unanimous-consent request. It is out of respect to 
the committee that something should be done by the Senate in 
reference to its recommendation. 

1\Ir. SMITH. That is all right. 
l\Ir. PITTMAN. There should be a provision that any un

finished business then before the Senate should be temporarily 
laid aside for that purpose. 1 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes. 
Mr. ·wADSWORTH. l\1r. President, may I ask the Senator 

from Mississippi a question? Is it his understandfng under his 
own request, at the end of two hours' debate, if the motion to 
recommit fails, that thereupon immediately and without further 
delay or debate a vote shall be taken upon the final passage of 
his measure? 

M:r. HARRISON. Oh, no; but a motion to proceed to the con
sideration of it. 

Mr. MOSES. Let it be stated in form of words. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the proposed 

unanimous-consent agreement. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
It is proposed, by unanimous consent, that on next Wednesday, Feb

ruary 23, 192i, at 2 o'clock p. m., a motion to take up Senate bill 
4106 be considered, and that at the end of two hours a vote be taken 
on a motion to recommit or a motion to proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Would a motion to recommit be in 
order at a time when the bill was not before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that such 
a motion would not be in order if the bill were not before the 
Senate, unless the unanimous-consent agreement is entered 
into. 

Mr. MOSES. We can move to recommit any measure on 
the calendar at any time. 

1\Ir. McNARY. It would not operate in that fashion. If the 
motion to take it up should prevail, then the bill would become 
the unfinished business. I could move to recommit it, which 
motion would be in order at that time. If tbe motion to take 
it up failed, there would be no need to present a motion to re
commit. Hence, either way we look at it, either or both would 
be proper. 

1\Ir. NORRIS. I would like to call the attention of the Sen
ator from California to the effect of the request. If the unan
imous-consent request is agreed to and the motion to take up 
the Muscle Shoals matter prevails, then the Boulder Dam prop
osition is set aside. Does the Senator want to enter into that 
kind of an agreement? 

1\Ir. JOHNSON. No, I do not; but if I can enter into a 
two-hour agreement, as suggested by the Senator from Missis
sippi, I am willing to enter into it if, parliamentarily, I do not 
destroy my position. 

l\1r. NORRIS. If the Senator enters into the unanimous
consent agreement, assuming, of course, that the motion of the 
Senator from Mississippi should prevail, then the bill of tlle 
Senator from California would no longe1· be the unfinished 
business. 

1\ir. REED of :Missow·i. It can be covered by simply includ
ing in the unanimous-consent agreement a provision that at the 
hour agreed upon the unfinished business shall be temporarily 
laid aside for two hours. 

1\ir. JOHNSON". Will not that accomplish the Senator's 
purpose? 

1\Ir. NORRIS. It will not do it if the motion of the Senatot· 
from Mississippi prevails, because that would mean that the 
Senate would then proceed to consider the 1\Iuscle Shoals 
measure. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. l\lr. President, I think the 
Senator from Nebraska is right. I suggest to the Senator from 
1\lissouri that we can lay aside the un:fiuished business tempo
rarily, but when, by motion, we proceed to the consideration of 
another measure, it automatically displaces the unfinished 
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bu 'iness. I would like to see an arrangement of this kind 
entered into. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, may I suggest to the Senator 
from Cal1fornia that be could lose nothing by the agreement, 
because the Senator from Mississippi might, at the end or the 
two hours, without any agreement whatsoever, make the motion 
to take up the Muscle Shoals bill, and if that motion should 
prevail, it would displace the bill of the Senator from Cali
fornia, anyway. 

1\fr. JOHNSON. That was the thought in my mind, that the 
right exists to make such a motion at any time. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; at any time. 
Mr. JOHNSON. So that whether we agree that we may 

have two hours of debate and then have the motion is of no 
consequence at all, because the Senator from :Mississippi may 
in any event make the motion at any time. 

Mr. NORRIS. The only difference is that the Senator, by 
his unanimous-consent agreement, would limit debate on the 
motion so it would take only two hours. If he did not make 
such an agreement, the debate would be unlimited; but if the 
motion prevails then the bill of the Senator from Mississippi 
is before the Senate and the bill of the Senator from Cali
fornia is laid aside. 

1\lr. JOHNSON. That would be the fact as to any motion 
that 'might be made and prevail concerning any other bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. Oh, certainly. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I can not for the life of me see, therefore, 

that any harm is done by entering into the agreement, although 
I do not want to jeopardize at all the bill in which I am so 
deeply interested. I can not see that any harm is done by 
acceding to the request of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from California must remember 
that if the motion prevails to take up the Muscle Shoals bill, 
he can at the very first opportunity get the floor while it is 
pending, and make a motion to take up any bill on the calendar 
that he desires. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON. May I inquire of the Senator from Ne
braska, then. if there is any harm or any injury which can 
result from agreeing to what the Senator from Mississippi asks? 

Mr. NORRIS. But what good does it do? 
Mr. JOHNSON. It does not do any good, except that it 

pleases the Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. NORRIS. He can make the motion anyway. 
Mr. JOHNSON. The request of the Senator from Missis

sippi limits debate to a period of two hours upon the matter 
suggested by him. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. If my motion to proceed to the considera
tion of the Muscle Shoals bill should prevail and -any question 
should arise because consideration of the Boulder Dam bill 
was then not finished, I think those in charge of the Muscle 

-Shoals proposition would gladly lay it aside until the measure 
in which the Senator from California is interested was dis-
posed of. · 

Mr. NORRIS. 'l~en we reverse the operation. That would 
make the bill of the Senator from Mississippi the unfinished 
business and he would lay it aside temporarily, so that the 
Senator from California might continue the consideration of 
his bill. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON. I do not intend to reverse operations at all; 
but I am unable to see that giving the Senator from 1\.fississippi 
the two hours he suggests would jeopardize the bill in which I 
am interested. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senate ought to dispose of the 
l\Iuscle Shoals proposition. There is a matter pending before 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry which will probably 
result in a compromise proposition being reported. So far as 
taking up the report of the special committee is concerned, 
while I have not any particular objection to it, there is no doubt 
that if it prevails there must necessarily be extended debate 
on a bill of such importance, which has not yet been debated 
at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON. May I ask the Senator from :Mississippi if 
be will not let a vote be had upon my motion? I shall be v~ry 
glad to meet with the Senator from Mississippi and agree upon 
any course that will not jeopal."dize either his interests or mine. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. Because of the present confusion, may I 
say that if the Boulder dam proposition is still before the 
Senate on next \Vednesday some one-if there is no one else 
to do it, I shall do it myself-will ask unanimous consent to 
lay it aside temporarily and proceed with the motion to consider 
the Muscle Shoals proposition, together with the motion to 
recommit which will be offered by the Senator from Oregon. 
Then if the unanimous-consent request is denied, I shall make 
the motion, if no one else does, to proceed to the consideration 
of the 1\Iuscle Shoals resolution. 

l\Ir. ASHURST obtained the floor. 
SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote! Vote! 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I forgive Senators who have 

just called for a vote. I have been a· sinner too often myself in 
that respect to say anything that might appear to be censori
ous of any Senator who calls for a vote. 

I assure the Senate that I shall take only a few minutes 
at this juncture, but I ought now to state, and the Senate is 
entitled to have, in a few brief and bold sentences, a resum~ of 
what this bill is. 

First let me say to Senators that not during their entire 
service will they be called upon to vote upon a measure of more 
importance, a measure of more complexity, or a measure con
cerning which there is a more sharply divided public opinion 
than the particular question they are now invited to comdder. 
I urge Senators to be patient, because I shall take but a few 
minutes. 

The Colorado River drainage basin in area is about 230.000 
square miles. 

Through this Colorado River drainage basin there flows the 
Colorado River, about 1,700 miles long. The percentage of 
water which the States within the Colorado River Basin . con
tribute, respectively, to the Colorado River is as follows : 

Per cent 

~!{~~~ia::::::::::·::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::: 
Colorado -------------------------------------------------
~:;ad~ei.i.co-_-:::_-::_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-:_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_ 
Utah---------------------------------------------------VVyoming-------------------------------------------------

28 
00 
53. 7 

. 3 
1 
7 

10 

Total----------------------------------------------~ 
In 1921 a bill was passed by Congress authorizing a com

pact among the seven States of the Colorado River na~in look
ing toward a division of the waters thereof among the !"even 
States; the compact was drawn and thereafter all of the States, 
but Arizona, ratified the compact. The Arizona Legi~latm·e 
in 1923 refused to ratify the compact as executed; and again 
in 1925 Arizona refused to ratify the same as executed, and 
still refuses to do so. No well-informed man would as ert that 
Arizona will ratify the seven-State compact in its pre ent form. 
Upon Arizona's refn al to ratify, a six-State compact was en
tered into, and the signatory States were California, Colorado, 
New Mexico, Nevada, Utah, and Wyoming. 

The bill now urged by the Senators from California is predi
cated upon and bottomed upon the said six-State compact. 

When Utal4 Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico, and Nevada 
ratified the six-State compact they acted in good faith toward 
one another. 

But what did California do as to the six-State comi}act? 
California, which contributes no water to the Colorado River, 
said, " California ratifies upon the condition that the Federal 
Government expends $125,000,000 to build the Boulder Cauyon 
projecf." California's ratification is predicated upon the ex
penditure of $125,000,000 of Federal funds for California's 
benefit. California's attempted ratification was not a :~:atifi.
cation in law. Utah has withdrawn. as she bad a right to 
withdraw her ratification of the six-State compact, after Cali
fornia ratified in that conditional fashion. Utah gave notice 
that if conditional ratification were attempted by California 
Utah would withdraw from the six-State compact. Uta11 acted 
in superb good faith. California had ample notice as to what 
would be Utah's action and position if California attempted a 
conditional ratification. 

I am not here to say aught against the State of California. 
It is a State of large area, of wealth, beauty, growth, public 
order, and glory. Politically, industrially, socially, economically, 
and financially, California is one of the most powerful States 
in the Union. A certain city in the southern part of the State 
has, within less than a third of a century, grown from a few 
thousand persons to over a million in population. This city's 
growth is so enormous as to be bizarre. It is dazzled by its 
own power and strength, and it is aggressive and dominant. 
This city is none other than Los Angeles, and with all its 
prestige and success, it is quite careless in its methods of dis
tributing water which belongs to other States. What is Cali
fornia asking now? She is asking Congress to dip into the 
Federal Treasury to the tune of $125,000,000 to build the 
Boulder Canyon project, for California's benefit, to the great 
harm and deadly injury of Arizona. She proposes a dam at 
Boulder Canyon in the Colorado River. That dam is proposed 
to be the highest dam in the world; within five feet as high as 
the Washington Monument. At Boulder Canyon there will be 
generated 550,000 primary horsepower. California practically 
demands the control of all the horsepower there, and if my 
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friend, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. PITTMA-N], is able to The State's ownership in the bed of the Colorado River is 
secure an amendment giving his State a few horsepower, I shall held in trust for the people of the State by virtue of State 
congratulate him. . sovereignty. 

Mr. PITTl\fAN. Mr. President-- - The ownership of the United States in the waters of the Colo-
Mr. ASHURST. I can not yield at this time. rado River and the bed of the stream prior to Arizona's state-
Mr. PITTMAN. I merely desire to say that I am going to hood was in trust for the benefit of the people and the State 

help the Senator secure some su~h amendment for Arizona. when organized, subject only to the rights vested in the United 
Mr. ASHURST. The city of Los Angeles says she needs States by the Constitution to regulate commerce with foreign 

a larger quantity of potable water and it is proposed that nations and among the States. 
of the 550,000 primary horsepower to be generated at Boulder No person or authority, not even the United States can 
Canyon, over one-third thereof shall be foreve1· dedicated to legally build any dam or other structure in the Colorado River 
pumping 1,500 second-fEet of water to an elevation of 1,700 feet where the same touches Arizona without the consent of 
and on to Los Angeles, 200 miles distant. Arizona. 

'Ye invite Los Angele to consider a dam higher up the river Arizona as such owner has the exclusive control over the 
and thus send down by gravity the same potable water to Los appropriation, diversion, and use of the waters of the Colorado 
Angeles and thus r elease this 200,000 horsepower of electrical I River _within the State, and has the legal right to prevent such 
eilergy for other purposes. waters from being diverted at any point within its borders and 

The logical and practical way to develop a river is to begin at transported or taken beyond its borders to other States; neither 
its source and work toward its mouth. This bill proposes to can any waters of the Colorado River be legally diverted at any 
re,·er~e this logical and practical order of development. point within Arizona for any purpose whatsoever without the 

ABIZO!'lA 

Ninety-seven per cent of the entire area of the State of Ari
zona is within and constitutes 43 per cent of the total area of 
the Colorado River drainage basin. 

Arizona contributes about 28 per cent of the watefs of the 
Colorado RiYer. 

Of the 4,000,000 firm horsepower of potential hydroelectric 
energy in the lower basin, seven-eighths thereof is iL Arizona, 
lmt the Boulder Canyon plan of development would allot to 
Arizona only an insignificant fraction of this hydroelectric 
power. 

Of the lands in Arizona susceptible of irrigation, all thereof 
to be irrigated must obtain their water from the Colorado River 
or Hs tributaries in Arizona; they have no other waters from 
which to draw. 

CALIFOR~IA 

Only 2% per cent of the Colorado River drainage basin is in 
California. 

California contributes no water to the Colorado River. 
The Boulder Canyon plan of development allots to California 

i;7 per cent of the waters of the Colorado River. 
The Boulder Canyon plan allots to California practically all 

of the hydroelectric power to be generated in the lower basin 
o'!' the Colorado River. 

Calffornia has 18,000,000 acres of land irrigable by waters 
other than by the waters of the Colorado River. 

Of potential hydroelectric energy California has 6,000,000 
horsepower which may be developed within her borders on 
streams other than the Colorado River or its tributaries. 

The Boulder Canyon plan allots to California practically all 
the hydroelectric power developed in Arizona, but California 
\vould not permit Arizona to direct the allocation of the hydro
electric power developed on California streams. 

The bill is simply, solely, and only a California bill. It is a 
tribute to the genius and statesmanship of the men whom Cali
fornia has sent to the House of Representatives and to the 
Senate that they have been able to make such great headway 
with such an unfair bill. The bill, however, is exempt from the 
vice of hypocrisy. It plainly and sedulously proposes to sever 
Arizona's jugular. This bill is an attempt to coerce the State of 
Arizona into a compact objectionable to her people. It violates 
the fundamentals of State rights. 

I have beard much talk lately, and properly so, regarding 
State rights. There is a general opinion that the Federal 
Government is encroaching upon and usurping the reserved 
rights of the States, and I am curious now to know if Senators, 
after talking so logically and so inveterately upon State rights 
will, upon this important question, thunder in the index and 
then fail in the text. 

Al'izona by virtue of its admission into the Union as a sover
eign State took ownership as of the date of its admission of the 
waters of the Colorado River from high-water mark to high
water mark and to the bed of the stream thereunder where it 
lies wholly within the State and to the thread of the stream 
where it constitutes an interstate boundary in trust for the 
JJ~nefit of the people of Arizona, · subject, however, to the juris
diction of the United States to regulate commerce thereon with 
foreign nations and among the States. 

The ownership of the State in the · bed of the Colorado River 
is different in chnracter from that which the State holds in 
lands intended for Rale and different from that which the 
United States holds in the public lands which are open to pre
emption and sale. 

consent of Arizona. 
Neither the great lawyer, the junior Senator from California 

[Mr. SHORTRIDGE], nor the great lawyer, the senior Senator 
frotn California [Mr. JoHNSON], will rise here and say that the 
bed of the Colorado River in Arizona belongs to the Federal 
Government. 

The bill is intended to be, and is, an attempt to coerce Ari
zona. One administration unsuccessfully attempted to coerce 
Arizona into joint statehood with New Mexico. Another admin
istration unsuccessfully attempted to coerce Arizona upon cer
tain provisions of her constitution, and those of the present 
administration who are attempting by this legislation to coerce 
Arizona will ultimately discover that they have simply been 
standing like large locomotives on a sidetrack, without driving 
rods, wasting their steam in vociferous and futile sibilation. 

:Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Arizona a question? 

l\1r. ASHURST. I yield to the Senator from Maryland. 
l\1r. BRUCE. I have no familiarity with the bill, though I 

expect to make myself familiar with it before it comes to a 
vote. I wish to ask the Senator, do I understand that the bill 
proposes to divert water from the State of Arizona without the 
consent of the people of the State? 

1\Ir. ASHURST. It does. 
Without attempting to anticipate the arguments the able 

Senators from California will make, I asl"ume they will argue 
that Imperial Valley is imperiled. The debate on this bill 
is going to be characterized by proper consideration. We need 
guite a little noblesse oblige nowadays ; and I say that I 
sympathize with the Imperial Valley; that the State of Arizona 
is sympathetic toward Imperial Valley, and Arizona·s Repre
sentative and her Senators are willing and anxious to vote any 
sum of money, be it $50,000,000, to guard against the floods 
that might overwhelm Imperial Valley; but we do not intend 
that California, hiding and concealing herself under the sheep's 
clothing of a demand for flood control, shall become a wolf 
to enter into the State of Arizona and appropriate and take 
from Arizona all but an insignificant fraction of the potential 
electrical energy that may be developed by water power in 
Arizona on the Colorado River. 

Arizona is a land of slow growth compared with California, 
and we do not intend that our future and our opportunity to 
expand and grow shall be foreclosed by the avidity of southern 
California, which is a country of rapid development. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator suffer an inter
ruption? 

l\Ir. ~SHURST. I yield. 
Mr. KING. I think the Senator might suggest that there 

can be a dam constructed at a cost of not to exceed $14,000,000 
at Topock which will effectually desilt the waters of the Colo
rado River and give ample protection for many years to come 
to the inhabitants of the Imperial Valley; but they will not 
accept such a solution of the problem. 

1\1r. ASHURST. The Senator has accurately stated the facts. 
Arizona's great inheritance is hydroelectric energy, called 

by imaginative France " white coal," and this brilliant charac
terization suggests a coal free from dust, easily handled, a 
supply inexhaustible, which, after being used on one project, 
flows on to projects below, and may be used again and yet 
again. This bill would take from Arizona her right to control 
this potential electric energy. 

l\fr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
1.\Ir. ASHURST. I ought to have yielded to the Senator from 

Nevada if I am going to yield to others, but I will yield to the 
Senator from New Mexico. 

I 
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Mr. PITTMAN. I did not desire to do more than to assm·e 

the Senator that I am going to help him secure an amendment 
providing power for Arizona. 

Mr. BRATTON. The Senator from Arizona stated at the 
outset of his remarks that this bill rests upon the so-called 
six-State compact? 

Mr. ASHURST. It is predicated upon the six-State compact. 
Mr. BRATTO~. Yes. Since this bill was drawn, however, 

Utah has withdrawn her act of ratification. 
Mr. ASHURST. She has. 
Mr. BRATTON. Is it the Senator's view that there is any 

existing compact now with reference to the Colorado River 
either a seven-State, a six-State, or any other compact? 

Mr. ASHURST. There is no compact in existence such as is 
recognized and contemplated by the Constitution of the United 
States; indeed, I contend that California's pretended and at
tempted ratification was not a ratification in fact. 

Senators, I thank you for your attention, and I will keep my 
promise and take my seat, but I shall discuss this bill at length 
at the earliest opportunity. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote! 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 

the Senator from California that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill 3331, the Boulder Canyon Dam bilL 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3331) to provide 
for the protection and development of the lower Colorado River 
Basin, ·which had been t·eported from the Committee on Irriga
tion and Reclamation with amendments. 

NATION.AL-ORIGINS QUOTAS UNDE& U.I.MIGR.ATION .ACT 

1\Ir. CURTIS obtained the :floor. 
Mr. NEELY. l\Ir. Pt-esident--
Mr. CURTIS. I yield to the Senator from West Yirginia. 
Mr. ~TEELY. I submit a resolution and ask that it may be 

r ead from the clerk's desk and lie over under the rule. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Tbe resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution ( S. Res. 362), as follows: 
Resolved, That the President be requested, U not incompatible with 

the public interest, to transmit to tbe Senate a copy of the memorandum 
explaining tbe methods and processes employed by the six statistical 
experts appointed by the Secretary of State, tbe Secretary of Commerce, 
and the Secretary of Labor in determining the quotas on the basis ot 
nationality of origin of the population of tbe United States, which ac
companied the quota board's report to the Secretaries of State, Com
merce, and Labor. 

The YICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 
lie over under the rule. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE-ENROLLED BilLS SIGNED 

A me sage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice President : 

S. 4808. An act to establish a Federal fa1·m board to aid in 
the orderly marketing and in the control and disposition of the 
surp~us of agricultural commodities; 

S.G622. An act authorizing the acceptan~e by the Navy De
partment of a site for an anation training field in the vicinity 
of Pensacola, Fla., and for other purposes ; and 

II. R. 16888. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Paducah Board of Trade (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its succes
sors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Ohio River. 

RECESS 

1\Ir. CURTIS. I move that the Senate take a recess until 11 
o'clock to-motTow m01~ning. 

The motion was agreed to ; and (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until tc>-morrow, Saturday, 
February 19, 1927, at 11 o'clock a. m. · 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
FRIDAY, February 18, 19f37 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

0 God of mercy, God of might, we thank Thee that love is 
the eternal pursuit of the Father of us alL In the spirit of 
expectation and huinility we approach Thee, and be gracious . 
to hear our desires. Give us the support of Thy Holy Spirit, 
who can crush a m<mntain and yet would not hurt a little child! 
0 come to us, sweet messenger of rest and help divine. Bless 
our fraternal interest in one another; may we share our bm·-

dens; make our t6il sweet and ·satisfying. We commend lmto 
Thee those who lead our tllougbt in our national affai1·s and 
those who sit in authority. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

ORJlE& OF BUSINESS 

!fr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, several Members of the House 
have called up the Committee on Rules and asked what rules 
would be presented to-day and to-morrow. It is the intention, 
immediately after the conference report on the War Department 
appropriation bill is disposed of, to proceed with the rule on pro
viding expenses fo1· participation of the United States in the 
work of a preparatory commission to consider questions of re
duction and limitation of armaments and then to take up the 
rule providing for a national arboretum this afternoon. After 
that will come the rule for the longshoremen's bill. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman yield? 
M1-. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. That is a bill to expend $500,000 for a 

few acres of marsh lann. 
Mr. SNELL. If I understand correctly, the Government can 

not live much longer unles we have an arboretum. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield? 
M1·. S~ELL. I will. 
Mr. BLAI\'D. Can the gentleman state whether the long

shoremen's bill is in final form? I understood it was to be 
amended. 

1\lr. SNELL. It bas been definitely agreed by the chairman 
of the committee that tbe bill shall eliminate the fishe1·men. 

.Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman can get the printed bill 
in final form. 

Mr. BLAND. The printed bill that I have seen does not 
eliminate persons engaged in the fisheries. 

Mr. SNELL. That was the agreement, and if anything is 
necessary to clean that UP-

Mr. BLAND. There is an amendment to take care of that 
situation which will be offered by the gentleman from Ala
bama [Mr. BANKHEAD). 

Mr. MICHENER. It is the pm·pose of the bill to eliminate 
fishermen. If it -does not do that, the gentleman will have an 
opportunity to offer it on the :floor of the House ; and I, for one, 
will offer no opposition to it. 

Mr. BLAND. Is it contemplated to consider · the Senate 
amendment as one amendment, or will we be given an oppor
tunity to amend the Senate amendment in accordance with the 
ordinary rules of the House under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. SNELL. There will be ample opportunity for amend
ment. 

Mr. MICHENER. It is the intention not . to prevent any_ 
second amendments, and the ordinary rules of the House will 
obtain. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. I will. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. This is not a Senate amendment; it is 

a Senate bill without amendment. . · 
Mr. BLAI\TD. But the amendment strikes out all of the 

Senate bill. 
Mr. 1\ITCHENER. The gentleman from Virginia is afraid 

of an amendment in the third degree and there is a question, 
but that will be taken care of. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I wish the majority 
leader would tell us what we are going to do to-day. 

Mr. TILSON. The first thing coming up this morning is a 
conference report on the War Department appropriation bill. 
As soon as that is disposed of it is expected that the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. SHREVE) will call up the confer-· 
enee report on the State, Justice, Commerce, and Labor ap
propriation bill, and then will follow the special rules which 
have been mentioned by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SNELL). 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. And it is anticipated that that will 
take the day? 

Mr. TILSON. 'Ve think that will be enough to cover the 
entire day. 

.A.ME;-\DING THE FEDER..-\.L HIGHWAY .ACT 

Mr. DO?ELL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce has just reported the bill H. R. 16551, 
and has added section 2 to the bill, m·er which the committee 
had no jurisdiction and no matter was referred to the com
mittee on that subject. It is also not germane to the other· 
part of the bill. I desire to reserve a point of order on .sec-: 
tion 2. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa .reserves a point 
of orde1· on section 2 of the bill H. R . 16551. 
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